IN RE: PETITIONS WOR SPECIAL HEBRRING * BEFORE THE
AND VARIANCE - N/S Camellia Road,

310" NW of the ¢/} Gardenia Road * DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER
(4422 Camellia Road)

11th Election District * OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
5th Councilmanic District

* (Case Nos. 95-304-5PH and

Thomas L. Sargent and 95-311~A
Thomas ©O. Frech - Petitioners *
* * * * * * % * * * *

SECOND AMENDED ORDER

WHEREAS, this matter came before the Deputy Zoning Commissioner
ag combined Petitions for Special Hearing and Variance for that property
known as 4422 Camellia Road, located in the Brookhurst community in Perry
Hall. In Case No. 95-304-8PH, the adjoining property owner, Thomas L.
Sargent, filed the Petition for Special Hearing seeking a determination as
to whether Section V.B.6.C of the Comprehensive Manual of Development
Policies (C.M.D.P.) was applicable to the subject property, or if Building
Permit No. B-214274 which had been issued to the property owner, Thomas O.
Frech, for a proposed dwelling on the subject site was in compliance with
applicable =zoning regulations, policies or the C.M.D.P. The owner of the
property simultanecusly filed a Petition for Variance in Case No. 95-311-A
seeking a series of variances from the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations
(B.C.2.R.) and the Comprehensive Manual of Development Policies (C.M.D.P.)
to permit development of the subject property in accordance with Building
Permit No. B-214274 and the site plan submitted and accepted into evidence
as Petitioner's Exhibit 1.

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on April 10, 1995 at which

numerous individuals appeared in opposition to the Petition for Variance
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filed by the owner of the property. Inasmuch as the property owner had

filed a Petition for Variance, and in view ¢of the copposition expressed at
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the hearing, the Petition for Special Hearing was dismissed as moot, and
the Petition for Variance was denied by my Order issued April 25, 1995.

Thereafter, Counsel for the %property owner filed a Motion for
Reconsideration in Case No. 95-311-A, an# requested approval of the previ-
ously requested variance from Sectioﬁ 1B01.2.C.2;A'of the 1971 to 1992
B.C.Z.R, and Section V.B.5.a of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to tract
boundary setback of 30 feet in lieu of the required 35 feet which would
allow a full-sized window to be placed on the north side of the proposed
dwelling, opposite the Protestant's home and facing a wooded buffer area.
Counsel for the property owner argued that other property owners in this
development had been afforded such relief and that numerous other full-
sized windows exist throughout this subdivision, as was evidenced in photo-
graphs presented at the hearing. While the testimony of the residents in
this community was c¢lear that they are adamantly opposed teo a variance
being granted for windows on Mr. Sargent's side of the proposed dwelling,
I believed the granting of a variance for the window on the tract boundary
side met the spirit and intent of the =zoning regulations and would not
result in any detriment to the health, safety or general welfare of the
surrounding locale. By Amended Order dated May 17, 1995, the Motion for
Reconsideration was granted.

Subsequent to the issuance of my Amended Order, I received letters
from the adjeining property owners on both sides of the subject site,
namely, Mr. Thomas Sargent and Mr. G. F. Walter, both of whom voiced strong
opposition to the variance granted by my Amended Order. Furthermo%e, it
was apparent from the tone of the letters submitted that these residents
have a strong dislike for the builder of this house. Ag noted in% their

correspondence, the variance requested for this window is a matter of
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preference and not a necessity and compl;ance with the B.C.Z.R. should be
maintained. At the time the Amended:Order was granted, I believed that
there was no opposition to the window that faced the tract boundary, which
is the side of the house farthest removed from the Protestant's home.

After due consideration of the jarguments presented in the Protes-
tants' correspondence, it is clear that ﬁ must reconsider my decision in
the Amended Order and am compelled to rescind the relief granted in same.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner for

Baltimore County this ‘g] Sf—day of May, 1995 that the Motion for Reconsid-
eration filed in Case No. 95-311-A to apﬁrove a modified relief, be and is
hereby RESCINDED; and,

IT™ IS FURTHER ORDERED that a variance from Section 1B01.2.C.2.a
of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R. and Section IV.B.5.a of the C.M.D.P. to permit
a window to tract boundary setback ofi30 feet in lieu of the required 35
feet for a full-sized window on the nortﬁ side of the proposed dwelling,
in accordance with Petitioner's Exhibitzl, be and the same shall hereby be

DENIED; and,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that theré shall be no further reconsider-

ations in this matter. |

SRR

TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County

TME:bris

cc: David Meadows, Esquire, 4111 East Joppa Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
Mr. Thomas O. Frech, 5024 Campbell Boulevard, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Anthony J. DiPaula, Esquire, 604 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Md. 21204
Mr. Thomas L. Sargent, 4420 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Ms. Marie McCoy, 2519 Moore Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 21234

Ms. Linda M. Kempske, 4428 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Ms. Nancy S. Dobry, 4426 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
Mr./Mrs. George Walter, Jr., 4424 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
Ms. Catherine Nichols, 9218 Gardenia Read, Baltimore, Md. 21236



D

ORDER REC

R FILING
%

!

7

Date
By

IN RE: PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL HEARING * BEFORE THE
AND VARIANCE - N/S Camellia Road,
310' NW of the ¢/l Gardenia Road * DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER
(4422 Camellia Road}
11th Election District *  QF BALTIMORE COUNTY

5th Councilmanic District
¥ (Case Nos. 25-304-8SPH and

Thomas L. Sargent and 95-311-A
Thomas 0. Frech - Petitioners *
* * *® * * % * * %* % *

AMENDED ORDER

WHEREAS, this matter came before the Deputy Zoning Commissioner
as combined Petitions for Special Hearing and Variance for that property
known as 4422 Camellia Road, located in the vicinity of Perry Hall in the
Brockhurst community. In Case HNo. 95-304-SPH, the adjeoining property
owner, Thomas I.. Sargent, filed the Petition for Special Hearing seeking a
determination from this Deputy Zoning Commissioner as to whether Section
V.B.6.C of the Comprehensive Manual of Development Policies (C.M.D.P.) is
applicable to the subject property, or if Building Permit No. B-214274 for
a proposed dwelling on the subject site is in compliance with applicable
zoning regulations, policies or the C.M.D.P. 1In Case No. 95-311-A, the
owner of the property, Thomas O. Frech, filed the Petition for Variance
seeking relief from the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) and
the Comprehensive Manual of Development Policies (C.M.D.P.) as follows:
From Section 1B01.2.C.2.a of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.S5.a
of the C.M.D.P, to permit a window to tract boundary setback of 30 feet in
lien of the required 35 feet; Ffrom 1B01.2.C.2.b of the 1971 to 1992
B.C.%Z.R. and Section V.B.6.c of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to wilindow

setback of 20 feet in lieu of the required 40 feet; and from Section 504

::htbf the B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.6.b of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to

lot 1line setbhack of 5 feet in lieu of the required 15 feet for a proposed
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dwelling on the subject property, in accordance with the site plan submit-
ted into evidence as Petitioner's Exhibits 1.

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on April 10, 1995 at which the
legal owner of the property and Petitioner in Case No. 95-311-A, the ad-
joining property owner and Petitioner in Case No. 95-304-8PH, and numerous
other residents appeared and testified. Inasmuch as the property owner
had filed a Petition for Variance, the Petition for Special Hearing was
dismissed as moot; however, the Petition for Variance relief was denied by
my Order issued April 25, 1995,

WHEREAS, subsequent to the issuance of my Order, Counsel for the
property owner filed a Motiomn for Reconsideration as to the Petition for
Variance filed in Case No. 95-311-A, and requested approval of the vari-
ance relief sought from Section 1B01.2.C.2.A of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R.
and Section V.B.5.a of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to tract boundary
setback of 30 feet in lieu of the reguired 35 feet for a full-sized window
on the north side of the proposed dwelling. Counsel for the property owner
argued that other property owners in this development had been afforded
such relief and that numerous other full-sized windows exist throughout
this subdivision, as was evidenced in photographs presented at the hearing.

After due consideration of the argument presented, and a review
of the case file, I am persuaded to grant the Motion for Reconsideration.
Tt is to be noted that the Protestant in this matter enjoys a full-sized
window on the side of his dwelling facing a tract boundary. Furthermore,

the relief requested for the proposed dwelling is on the tract boundary

:;§i§§kside of the property facing a wooded buffer area between this development

and an adjacent subdivision. While the testimony of the other residents

in this community was c¢lear that they are adamantly opposed to any variance
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being granted for this property, the relief requested is for a window on

the side of the dwelling not facing another adjoining residence. It appears

that the relief requested would not result in any detriment to the health,

safety or general welfare of the surrounding locale and should therefore

be granted.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner for

Baltimore County this (2 day of May, 1995 that the Motion for Reconsid-

eration filed in Case No. 95-311-A to approve a modified relief, be and is

hereby GRANTED; and,

IT IS FURTHER CRDERED that a variance from Section 1B01.2.C.2.a
of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.5.a of the C.M.D.P. to permit

a window to tract boundary setback of 30 feet in lieu of the required 35

feet for a full-sized window on the north side of the proposed dwelling,

in accordance with Petitioner's Exhibit 1, be and the same shall hereby be

GRANTED, subject to the following restriction:

1) The Petitioners may apply for their building
permit and be granted same upon receipt of this Order;
however, Petitioners are hereby made aware that pro-
ceeding at this time is at their own risk until such
time as the 30-day appellate process from this Order
has expired. 1f, for whatever reason, this Order is

reversed, the relief granted herein shali be rescinded.

W) [ofosee

TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County

TMK:bjs

cc: David Meadows, HEsquire, 4111 East Joppa Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
Mr. Thomas Q. Frech, 5024 Campbell Boulevard, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Anthony J. DiPaula, Esquire, 604 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Md. 21204
Mr. Thomas L. Sargent, 4420 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Ms. Marie McCoy, 2519 Moore Avenue, Baltimore, M4. 21234

Ms. Linda M. Kempske, 4428 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Ms. Nancy 8. Dobry, 4426 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
Mr./Mrs. George Walter, Jr., 4424 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
Ms. Catherine Nichols, 9218 Gardenia Road, Baltimore, Md, 21236

People's @ounsel; Case File
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IN RE: PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL HEARING *  BEFORE 'THE
AND VARIANCE - N/S Camellin Road,
310' NW of the ¢/l Gardenia Road * DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER
(4422 Camellia Road)
11th Flection District *  OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
5¢th Councilmanic District
* (ase Nos. 95-304-8SPH and

Thomas L. Sargent and 9%5-311~A
Thomas 0. Frech - Petitioners *
L * * * * X X ¥ * * *

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCIUSIONS OF LARW

This matter comes before the Deputy Zoning Commissioner as com-
bined Petitions for Special Hearing and Variance for that property known
as 4422 Camellia Réad, located in the vicinity of Perry Hall in the
Brookhurst community. In ©Case No. 95-304-SPH, the adjoining property
owner, Thomas L. Sargent, filed the Petition for Special Hearing seeking a
dotermination from this Deputy Zoning Commissioner as to whether Section
. V.B.6.C of the Comprehensive Manual of Development Policies (C.M.D.P.} is
gpplicable to the subject property, or if Building Permit No. B-214274 for
a proposed dwelling on the subject site is in compliance with applicable
zoning regulations, policies or the C.M.D.P. In Case No. 95-311-A, the
owner of the property, Thomas O. Frech, filed the Petition for Variance
seeking relief from the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) and
the Comprehensive Manual of Development Policies (C.M.D.P.) as follows:
From Section 1B01.2.C.2.a of the 1971 to 1892 B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.5.a
of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to tract boundary setback of 30 feet in
lieu of the required 35 feet; from 1B01.2.C.2.b of the 19731 to 1992
B.C.%.R. and Section V.B.6.c of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to window
setback of 20 feet in lieu of the required 40 feet; and Erom Section 504
of the B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.G.b?of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to
lot linpe setback of 5 feet in 1ie@ of the required 15 feet fox a proposed
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dwelling on the subject property. This property and relief sought are
more particularly described on the site plans submitted in the respective
cases, which were marked into evidence as Petitioner's Exhibits 1.

Appearing at the hearing on behalf of the Petiticn for Speclal
Hearing were Thomas L. Sargent, adjoining property owner, hls attorney,
Anthony J. DiPaula, Esquire, and numerous other residents of the surround-
ing community. Appearinyg on behalf of the Petition for Variance were
Thomas 0. Frech, legal owner of the prope?ty, his attorney, David Meadows,
Esquire, and Rick Chadsey, Professional Engineer with George W. Stephens,
Jr. & Associates, Inc. Also appearing on behalf of the Petition for Vari-
ance were the Contract Purchasers, Ms. Marie MoCoy and Mr. Jasper Johnson.

At the onset of the hearing on these matters, a discussion ensued
as to whether the Petition for Special Hearing was necessary, given the
fact that the owner of the property filed the Petition for Variance seek-
ing relief from the same regulations that Mr. Sargent argues are applica-
ble to this property. It was subsequently determined that the Petition
for Variance would address the igsues raised within the Petition for Spe-
cjal Hearing and as such, the Petition for Special Hearing was no longer
necessary and would be dismissed as moot. The hearing then proceeded on
the Petition for Varilance.

Appearing and testifying in support of the Petition for Variance
was Mr. Rick Chadsey, Profaessiconal Engineer. Testimony and evidence of-
fered revealed that the subject property consists of 0.212 acres, more or -
less, zoned D.R. 5.5 and is presently unimproved. The Petitioner wishes
to develop the site with a single family dwelling in accordance with the
site plan submitted and marked into evidence as Petitioner's Exhibit 1.

The proposed dwelling will be a two-story home with an attached two-car



garage. Because the Contract Purchasers aesire windows on the sides of the
dwelliﬁg, the requested variances are necessary. More specifically, the
Contract Purchasers want full-sized windows, including a bay window, on
the south side wall of the dwelling facing Mr. Sargent's bome. Testimony
indicated that at the present time, only small windows, the sill of which
will be located 5 feet above the floor in any given room on the south wall
of this dwelling, are permitted. Apparently, as Mr. Chadsey testified, the
C.M.D.P. regulations which were in effect from 1971 to 1992 and are appli-
cable to this subdivision, do not permit full-sized windows to exist on
the sideg of this home, given its close proximity to the property line and
the home of the adjoining owner. Testimony indicated that the dwelling
itself meets all other setback requirements. However, in order to install
the full-sized windows desired by the Contract Purchasers, the variances
are necessary in order to proceed with development.

Appearing in opposition to the relief requested was the adjoining
property owner, Mr. Thomas Sargent, who resides immediately adjacent to
the site at 4420 Camellia Road. Mr. Sargent testified that he is adamant-
ly opposed to full-sized windows being installed in the south wall of the
proposed dwelling in that they would directly infringe upon the privacy he
currently enjoys in his home. The site plan entered into avidence as
Petitioner's Exhibit 1 chows that the rear of Mr. Sargent's home is locat~

1 ! ed 20 feet from his rear property line, which is the side property line
shared with the subject properiy. Mr. Sargent testified that the most

useable living space is located in the rear of his home, that is the fami-

:Qsly room, a bathroom, etc., which have full-sized windows. He believes

that full-sized windows in the proposed dwelling would allow those resi-
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dents to have a direct view into the rear of his haye, which would be a
gross intrusion into his privacy.

Furthermore, Mr. Sargent testified that no éther homes in the
Brookhurst subdivision contain full-sized windows in the sides. 1In fact,
Mr. Sargent asked Mr. Frech whether he could have full-sized windows in
his own home at the time of construction and was told that he could not.
In addition, other neighborhood residents testified that they were denied
the privilege of having full-sized windows on the sides of their homes.
The corroborative testimony of the Protestants was that they would like to
see the same rules and regulations.applied ta the subiject property as was
applied to their respective properties. Clearly, all of the residents in
attendance were adamantly opposed to full-sized windows being permitted in
the side walls of the proposed dwelling.

After due consideration of the testimony and evidence offered by
both the Petitioners, the residents who reside in this community, and the
Contract Purchasers of the subject lot, it appears the relief requested
must be denied. I find that the Petitioners have failea to satisfy the
burden imposed upon them in order to grant the variance. It was clear
from the testimony that the desire for full-sized windows on the sides of
the proposed dwelling is not out of necessity but is more of a matter of
preference. Turthermore, there was no evidence or testimony offered to
substantiate or justify the granting of a wvariance for full-sized windows
on the south side of the subjectldwalling.

It should also be noted that subsequent to the hearing in this
matter, Counsel for the Petiticner submitted a request for withdrawal of
the window to window setback of 20 feet in lleu of the required 40 feet to

permit full-sized windows in the sides of the dwelling, and the window +to



lot line setback of 5 feet in lieu of the required 15 feet for the proposed
bay window on the south side of the dwelling. It is clear that the Petld-
tioners have requested a withdrawal of these two wvariances in an effort to
ease tensions in the neighborhood. However, the testimonf and evidence
offered by all of the residents who appeared in opposition to this request
was clear that +they are opposed to the granting of any variances in this
matter. Furthermore, as noted above, there was insufficient testimony or
evidence offered to prove that strict compliance with the zoning regula-
tions would result in practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship for
the Petitioners. Therefore, the relief regquested in the Petition for
Variance must denied.

An area variance may be granted where strict application of the
zoning regulations would cause practical difficulty to the Petitioner and

his property. MclLean v. Soley, 270 Md. 208 {1973). To prove practical

difficulty for an area variance, the Petitioner must meet the following:

1) whether strict compliance with requirement would
unveasonably prevent the use of the property for a
permitted purpose or render conformance unnecessarily
burdensome;

2) whether the grant would do substantial injustice
to applicant as well as other property owners in the
district or whether a lesser relaxation than that
applied for would give substantial relief; and

3) whether . relief can be granted in such fashion

that the spirit of the ordinance will be observed and
public safety and welfare secured.

Anderson v. Bd. of Appeals, Town of Chesapeake Beach, 22 Md. Rpp. 2B

{(1974).
MMter due consideration of the testimony and ovidence presented,

there is insufficient evidence to allow a finding that the Petitioners

would experience practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship 3if the
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requested variance were denied. The testimony presented by Petitioners
was in support of a watter of preference rather than of the necessity for
the wvariance. The Petitioners have failed to show that compliance would
unreasonably prevent the use of the property or be unnecessarily burden-
some, 'Therefore, the variance requested must be denied.

pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and
public hearing‘on this Petition held, and for the reasons given above, the
relief requested should be denied.

THEREFORE, IT I8 ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner for
Baltimore County this Jlfrylaay of April, 1995 that the Petition for
Variance seeking relief from the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations
(B.C.Z.R.) and the Comprehensive Manual of Development Policies (C.M.D.P.)
as follows: From Section 1B01.2.C.2.a of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R. and
Section V.B.5.a of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to tract boundary set-
back of 30 feet in lieu of the required 35 feet; from 1B01.2.C.2.b of the
1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.6.c¢ of the C.M.D.P. to permit a
window to window setback of 20 Feet in lieu of the reguired 40 feet; and
from Section 504 of the B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.6.b of the C.M.D.P. to
permit a window to lot line setback of 5 feet in lieu of the required 15
feet for a proposed dwelling on the subject property, in accordance with
Petiticner's Exhibit 1, be and is hereby DENIED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Petition for Special Hearing
seeking a determination from this Deputy Zoning Commissioner as to whether
Section V.B.6.C of the Comprehensive‘ Manual of Development Policles
(C.%.D.P.) is applicable to the subject property, or Af Building Permit

No. B-214274 for a proposed dwelling on the subject site is in compliance
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with applicable zoning requlations, policies or the

C.M.D.P.,, be and is
hereby DISMISSED AS MOOT.

OTROCO
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County

TMK:bjs



Baltimore County Government
Zoning Commissioner
Office of Planning and Zoning

Suite 112 Courthouse . '
400 Washington Avenue April 25, 1995 (410) 887-4386
Towson, MD 21204

David Meadows, Esquire
4111 East Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

RE: PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL HEARING AND VARIANCE
N/S Camellia Road, 310' NW of the ¢/l Gardenia Road
(4422 Camellia Road)
11th Election District - 5th Councilmanic District
Thomas L. Sargent and Thomas 0. Frech - Petitioners
Case Nos. 95-304-8PH and 95-311-A

Dear Mr. Meadows:

Enclosed please find a copy of the decision rendered in the
above-captioned matter. The Petition for Special Hearing has been dis-
missed as moot and the Petition for Variance denied has been denied in
accordance with the attached Order.

In the event any party finds the decision rendered is unfavor-
able, any party may file an appeal to the County Board of Appeals within
thirty (30) days of the date of this Order. For further information on
filing an appeal, please contact the Zoning Administration and Development
Management office at 887-3391.

Very, truly yours,

L/M/K,Am

TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO
. Deputy Zoning Commissioner
TMK:bis for Baltimore County

cc: Mr. Thomas O. Frech, 5024 Campbell Boulevard, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Anthony J. DiPaula, Esquire,
Covahey & Boozer, 604 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Ma. 21204

Mr. Thomas L. Sargent, 4420 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Ms. Marie McCoy, 2519 Moore Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 21234

Ms. Linda M. Kempske, 4428 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Ms. Nancy S. Dobry, 4426 Camellia Road, Baltimore, M4. 21236
Mr./Mrs. George Walter, Jr., 4424 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
Mg. Catherine Nichols, 9218 Gardenia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236

People's Counsel; Fi
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» .
Petition for Variance

to the Zoning Commissioner of gtx—rgbol\-«\a Eﬁlnty

for the property located at 4422 camelia Road

which is presently zoned DR 5.5

This Petition shall be flled with the Office of Zoning Administration & Development Management,

The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is described In the description and plat attached
hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for a Variance from Section(s) /B0!1.2.C.2.a of the Baltimore County

Zoning Regulations (BCZR 1971-1992) and V.B.5.a. of the previous Comprehensive Manual

of Development Policles wCMDP to permit a 30' window to tract boundary setback in lieu

of the required 35', 1B0!.2.C.2.b of the BCZR 1971+1992 and the previous CMDP Section .-
V.B.6.¢ to permit a window_to window setback of 20' _in lieu of the re%uired 40', and 504 &
1’4 ﬁg? oﬂf ﬁhf previous cMDP tcﬁ germ:.t a_window to lot line setback of 5' in liau of, t}ga ‘
of the Zon ng Regulations of Baltimore County, to the Zoning Law of Baitimore County; for the following reasons: (indicate hardship orrequired 15
practical difficulty)

The practical difficulty is created by the shape, size and configuration of the
lot which does not permit a marketable product on said property.

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.

|, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Varlance advertising, posting, ete., upon fillng of this petition, and further agree to and are to
ke bound by the zoning regulations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baltimore County,

/We do solemnly declare and affirm, under the penaities of perjury, that |/we are the
legal owner(s) of thenbroperty which Is the subject of this Patigia

Contract Purchaser/Lessea:

ST

{Type or Print Name)
Signature Signature
Address (Type or Print Name)
City State Zipcade Signature
Altomey for Petitioner: s
David Meadows 5024 Campbéll Boulevard 937-4670
(Type or Print Name) Address Phone No.
Baltimore Maryland 21236
3 City Stats Zipcode
‘1 signature

Nams, Address and phone number of legal owner, cantract purchaser ot representative
to ba contacted,

Y 41411 Bast Joppa Road  529-4600

] Address Phone No. Name
Baltimore Maryland 21236
Qy Stats Zipcode Address Phone No,
]
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FROM THE OFFICE OF

GEORGE WILLIAM STEPHENS, JR., & ASSOCIATES, INC. L
ENGINEERS f g -:S\ \ H
658 KENILWORTH DRIVE, SUITE 100, TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ZONING DESCRIPTION
LOT 10, BLOCK 4
BROOKHURST, SECTION TWO
Beginning at a point on the north side of Camellia Road which is 50 feet wide at the distance of
308.80 feet west of the center line of the nearest improved intersecting street, Gardenia Road which is 50
feet wide. Being Lot #10, Block A, Section Two, Brookhurst as recorded in Baltimore County Plat Book
S.M. 61, Folio 124, containing 0.219 Ac.x+ . Also known as #4422 Camellia Road and located in the 11th

Election District.

NOTE: THE ABOVE DESCRIPTION IS FOR ZONING PURPOSES ONLY AND NOT TO BE USED
FOR CONVEYANCE OR AGREEMENTS.
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Baltimore County Government
Office of Zoning Administration
and Development Management

w e

111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, MD 21204 ‘ (410) 887-3353
/

March 17, 1995
NOTICE OF HEARING

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning Act and Reguistions of Baltimore
County, will hold a public hearing on the property identified herein in
Room 106 of the County Office Building, 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue in Towson, Maryland 21204
or
Roow 118, 01d Courthousa, 400 Washington Avenue, Towscn, Maryland 21204 as follows:

CASE NUMBER: 95-311-A (Item 311

4422 Camellia Road

N/S Camellia Road, 310' NW of ¢/l Gardenia Road

11th Election District - 5th Councilmanic

Legal Owner: Thomas Q, Frech

HEARING: MONDAY, APRIL 10, 1995 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 118 0ld Courthomse. -

Variance to permit a 30 ft. window fo tract boundary setback in lieu of the required 35 ft.; and to
permit a window to window setback of 20 ft. in lieu of the required 40 ft; and to permit a window to lot
1ine setback of 5 ft. in lieu of the required 15 ft.

(B 4~

Arnold Jablon
Director

cos Thowas 0. Frech
David Meadows, Esq.

NOTES: (1) ZONING SIGN & POST MUST BE RETURNED TO RM. 104, 111 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE ON THE HEARING DATE.
{2) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS PLEASE CALL 887-3353,
(3) FOR INFORMATION CONCERING THE FILE AND/OR HEARTNG, CONTACT THIS OFFICE AT 887-3391.

@ Printed wilh Seybean Ink

on Recycled Paper



° Baltimore County Government
- Office of Zoning Administration
and Development Management

111 West Chesapeake Avenue )
Towson, MD 21204 (410) 887-3353

March 29, 1995

David Meadows, Esquire
4111 East Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

RE: TItem No.: 311
Case No.: 95-311-A
Petitioner: Thomas O. Frech

Dear Mr. Meadows:

The Zoning Advisory Committee (ZAC), which consists of representa-
tives from Baltimore County approving agencies, has reviewed the plans
submitted with the above referenced petition. Said petition was accepted
for processing by, the Office of Zoning Administration and Develcpment
Management (ZADM), Development Control Section on March 2, 1995.

Any comments submitted thus far from the members of ZAC that offer or
request information on your petition are attached. These comments are not
intended to indicate the appropriateness of the zoning action requested,
but to assure that all parties; i.e., =zoning commissioner, attorney,
petitioner, etc. are made aware of plans or problems with regard to the
proposed improvements that may have a bearing on this case. "~ Only those
comments that are informative will be forwarded to you; those that are not
informative will be placed in the permanent case file.

If you need further information or have any questions regarding these
comments, please do not hesitate to contact the commenting agency or Joyce
Watson in the zoning office (887-3391).

4 * ’;"‘E .'I':? J J" s
cﬁlncfﬁﬁlyij s /7 \
. \_/ . \../{-*":\'-‘\ 1 P {-.’,-',__,( L-‘

_W. Carl Richards, Jr.
Zoning Supervisor

WCR/ 3w
Attachment(s)

(J."‘gﬁt'&m‘,-t -
@9 Printed with Soybean ink e -”‘ ﬁﬂ fﬁi’ﬁ

on Recycled Paper



B A I.ﬁ!!’ulo RE COUNTY, MA RJ!l{ AND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPOMDENCE

-4

TO: Arnold Jablon, Director
Zoning Administration &
Development Management

FROM: Pat Keller, Director
Office of Planning and Zeoning

DATE: March 22, 1995

SUBJECT: 4422 Camelia Road

INFORMATION:

Item Number: Combined Comments Item Kos. 301 &(5;;)
Petitioner: Frech/Sargent

Property Size: .219 acre

Zoning: D.R.- 5.5

Requested Action: Special Hearing and Variance

Hearing Date: / /

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS:

Mr. Thomas L. Sargent has filed a Special Hearing to determine whether permit
number B214274 (building permit for 4422 Camellia Road) meets applicable zoning
requlations and the policies of the CMDP. The owner of the lot, Thomas Q. Frech,
has filed a Variance to address the issues raised by Mr. Sargent; therefore, no
comment is offered regarding the Special Hearing.

However, regarding the requested Variance, it is clear that the petitioner will
need to satisfy the burden imposed upon him to prove practical difficulty and/or
unreasonable hardship to justify the granting of the subject Variance.

Prepared by: 4V,%}‘;9/ i

Division Chief: (i'/ééﬂﬁ”éy’f/

PK/JL

WCROFIL N,

ITEM311/PZONE/TXTJIWL

PBg.



BALTIMORE CQUNTY, MARYLAND
INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Arnold Jablon, Director DATE: March 27, 19956
Zoning Administration and Development Management

FRO YRobert W. Bowling, P.E., Chief
Developers Engineering Section

RE: Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting
for March 27, 1895
T+tems 305, 306, 308, 310, {311,] 312 and 313
The Developers Engineering Section hag revliewed
the subject zoning item and we have no commentg.

RWB: 8w



. Baltimore County Government .
Fire Department

700 East Joppa Road Suite 901
Towson, MD 21286-5500 (410) 887-4500

DETE s QR/FR/90

Arnclad Jablon

Bivecton

Zoving Administration and
Development Management

Baltimore Counly OFfFFice Building
Towsor, MD BIR04

MO TL STORF--1 108N

REs  Property OQwrer: SEE BELOW

LUOCATION: DISTHRIBUTION MEETING OF MR, 8¢, 1995.
Ttem Mo.: SEE BELOW Zoming Agenda

Geanmt Lemens

Faursdant to your reguest, the refereanced property has been surveaeyesd
Iy bRis Bureaw and the comments below are applicable and regquiced Go
he corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the properiy.

B, The Fire Marsbal's Office has no comments at this Lime,
TH REFERENZENND THE FOLLOWING ITEM NUMBERS: 304, 305, 30&4, 307,
IOE, BLOy 12 AND 313,

E@Eﬂvgl’

MAR 24_ 1995

ZADM

BEVIEWER: LLT. ROBERT P, SOUERWALD

Fire Marshal OFffilce, PHOME BET7-4881, ME-1I108F '

cer File

e

&Y

Panted on Recycled Papar



. . 0. James Lighthizer

SH! I\  Maryland Department of Transportation e
State Highway Administration Administrator
32275

Ms, Joyce Watson Re: Baltimore County
Zoning Administration and Item No.: 5 // (a,{i M )
Development Management
County Office Building
Room 109

111 W, Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Ms, Watson:

This office has reviewed the referenced item and we have no objection to
approval as it does not access a State roadway and is not effected by any State Highway
Administration project.

Please contact Bob Small at 410-333-1350 if you have any questions.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this item.

Very truly yours,

Betondrill

Ronald Burns, Chief
Engineering Access Permits
Division

BS/

My telephone number is

Wil gy
QVMLE{UQ QL!E’J‘&;Q Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech
1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toll Free

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 717 e Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Calvert Street o Baltimore, Maryland 21202



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MA RYLAND

ET

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: ZADM DATE: 3/&6/ 95

FROM: DEPRM
Development Coordination

SUBJECT: Zoning Advisory Committee
Agenda: 3'/30’ 95

The Department of Environmental Protection & Resource Management has no
comments for the following Zoning Advisory Committee Items:

Item #'s: 304
3046

LS:sp

JICROFILIEL

LETTY2/DEPRM/TXTSBP
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.Baltimore County Government .

Suite 112 Courthouse

400 Washington Avenue )
Towson, MD 21204 : {410y 887-4386

July 19, 1995

Ms., Shelia McLendon
2519 Moore Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21234

RE: PETITIONS IFOR SPECIAL HEARING AND VARIANCE
N/S Camellia Road, 310" NW of the ¢/l Gardenia Road
(4422 Camellia Road)
11th Election District - 5th Councilmanic District
Thomas L. Sargent and Thomas 0. Frech - Petitioners
Case Nos. 95-304-8SPH and 95-311-A

Dear Ms. McLendon:

In response to your letter dated June 7, 1995 concerning the
above~captioned matter, the following comments are offered.

I have reviewed the concerns raised in your letter and have come
to the conclusion that T must deny vour request for reconsideration in -
this matter. The testimony and evidence offered at the hearing, as well
as the strong opposition offered by the surrounding neighbors warranted
that all wvariances for windows in the proposed dwelling be denied. Given
the amount of adversity thal appeared to exist at the hearing, 1 do not
believe a reconsideration of this matter would prove beneficial to either
party in this case. Furthermore, I believe that reopening this case would
cause additional tension between the neighbors which would be detrimental
to the community as a wheole,

Therefore, while I appreciate your interest in this matter, I
will not entertain any further requests for reconsideration.

Very truly yours,

{ % /45}"4?-::;:

TIMOTHY M. ROTROCO
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
TMK:bjs ‘ for Baltimore County

- ce: fLase File

Printed wilh Soyboan Ink
on Racyclod Papor



///

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
OFFICE OF THE BUILDING ENGINEER

0B LOCATION # ¥22 CmMﬁWLﬁ

502y WJM P
2/23¢ STOP WORK NOTICE

POLLOWING VIOLATIONS OF THE LAWS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY CODE.
copp___fHoe SEC,

DISTRICT: y24 PO rd BLDG. INSP.
PERMIT NO. 226/00 PLUMB. INSP,
o ELEC. INSP.

Frred Honte | fe SED. CON. INSP.

BLDGS. ENG.

887-3953
887-3620
887-3960
887-3226
887-3373

I HAVE THIS DAY INSPECTED THIS STRUCTURE AND THESE PREMISES AND HAVE FOUND THE

Al cind b ctnce i cdiatly

%Mﬂ’%—n_. aé ;M" q "
95~ 3/14 ‘ d

londict foin Toirmplpnn ooelh Frogalorma

/,&;MMV ?f7‘335‘/

THESE CONDITIONS MUST BE CORRECTED NOT LATER THAN DATE: 23 whid

FAILURE TO COMPLY CONSTITUTES A VIOLATION OF COUNTY LAW,

parn & 775 SIGNED INSPECTOR___ %1 LA

ALl CORRECTIONS COMPLETE AND APPROVED

DATE SIGNED INSPECTOR,

DO NOT REMOVE THIS TAG

ﬁgaw/ ;
TF s P AERUESTT

ECEIVE]]

JUN 9 1995

ZADM

Il



BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND A
OFFICE OF THE BUILDING ENGINEER i

JOB LOCATION 422 Comellen d |

E
DISTRICT: LL PCT: 4 BLDG. INSP.  $87-3953
. 226700 PLUMBR, INSP, ' 887-3620
PiRMIT No.__&3 £ ELEC, INSP.  #37-3960
Z § Bt SED. CON. INSP.  §87-3226

BLDGS. ENG.  887-3373

o2y WJM A .
2/23¢  STOP WORK NOTICE

I HAVE THIS DAY INSPECTED THIS STRUCTURE AND THESE PREMISES AND HAVE FOUND THE
FOLLOWING VIQOLATIONS OF THE LAWS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY CODE.

copr___floe” SEC,

2l ik A etnce. irmoridaitly

At it Clppm oL, ;m-,,.' g -
s P 3//// ’ 7
fZWM'f/ 997—335/

—
THESE CONDITIONS MUST BE CORRECTED NOT LATER THAN DATE: &~ 2 3 ~7%
FAILURE TO COMPLY CONSTITUTES A VIOLATION OF COUNTY LAW.

pate_ @ 7' 7% SIGNED INSPECTOR___ %1 -'#/

ALL CORRECTIONS COMFPLETE AND APFROVED

DATE SIGNED INSPECTOR,

DO NOT REMOVE THIS TAG

el / '// —T s S5 /Z{’f/@’ff"’
/}' o 7:;:0/’7 A2, Uﬂz@caﬂ)

a5
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RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE * BEFORE THE
4422 Camellia Road, N/S Camellia Road,
310' NW of c¢/1 Gardenia Road, 1l1th * ZONING COMMISSIONER
Election District, 5th Councilmanic
* OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Thomas ©. Frech
Legal Owner/Petitioner * CASE NO. 95-311-A
* * * ® & * * *® * * * *

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE

Please enter the appearance of the People's Counsel in the above-
captioned matter. Notice should be sent of any hearing dates or other

proceedings in this matter and of the passage of any preliminary or

7227{]£t_7ﬂ/éﬂ4C3:Z:«vm/fﬂil&~1ﬂum;7\\w
PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
Pecple's Counsel for Baltimore County

Lo S, DNl

CAROLE S. DEMILIC
Deputy Pecople's Counsel
Room 47, Courthouse

400 Washington Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

{410) 887-2188

final Order.

CERTIFICATE QF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this “257&#f2ay of March, 1995, a copy of
the foregoing Entry of Appearance was mailed to David Meadows, Esquire,

4111 E. Joppa Road, Baltimore, MD 21236, attorney for Petitiomer.

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
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HEARINGS

COURT REPORTER:

e T B e i

R & U

[ P

5 aRk

NAME-AND ADDRESS

Enrico Frank Velleggi
E. M. CORPORATION
t/a Enrico's

204 East Joppa Road
Towson, MDD 21204

DISTRICT {03) Crockett

NOTE: The White Marsh Dinner Theatre, Inc. heari
postponed and E.M, Corpecration has been se

TIME

2:00 p.m.
SHOW CARUSE

ng
-
-

CLASS

B {BWL)

DRTE: March 5. 1935

PAGE: 1A -SUPPLEMENTAL PAGE

Hearing to Show Cause Why License Should
Not Be Suspended or Revoked Due to Alleged
Violations.

ARTICIE 2B - Annotated Code of Maryland

Sec. 10-401 - Causes
Sec. 10-403 - Procedure

RULES AND REGULATIONS OF THE BOARD OF LIQUOR
LICENSE COMMISSIONERS FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

RULE 7 - LICENSEE TO RUN HIS OWN BUSINESS

scheduled for 2:00 this date ﬁ
in to take their place. @WM%& X d
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To: Mr. Timothy M. Kotroco
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County

i
ut '

Nt
E
SRS 43 o L
b ek g 1

e

YNNG COMMISSIO

From: Mr. Thomas Sargent
4420 Camellia Road
Baltimore, MD. 21236

May 24, 1995

Re: Your recent reversal of you decision on case Nog. 95-304-SPH
and 95-311-A

Sir:
I have read the amended order you have issued concerning this
variance request and have several questions:

1. Why have you honored this request for reconsideration when
at the hearing you stated that the only recourse to your decision
would be an appeal?

2, Why have new statements and information given by the
consul for Mr. Freck been accepted as fact when many statements and
actions by Mr. Freck were revealed to be pure lies and bullshit at
the hearing?

3. Why has this information been accepted without the chance
of rebuttal by the other residents of the neighborhood?

4. Where is the proof that my side window is in violation?
Where are these alleged other windows? Are they even in this
neighborhood? Isn’t this information a further indictment of Mr.
Freck?

5. Where has Mr. Freck shown that he will suffer practical
difficulty and or unreasonable hardship? You yourself said that it
was obviously just a matter of preference.

6. Why are you cooperating and consenting with someone who
knowingly flaunts the rules and regulations you are supposed to
enforce? Mr Freck makes a joke of the rules and ignores propexr
procedures. He seeks only to profit and cares nothing about the
regults of his actions.

If this matter is to be reconsidered, let it be done in the
proper way, in front of the public at an appeal hearing. Your
reputation and that of your department could be damaged by this
action.

Sincerely,

Post-It™ brand fax transmittal memo 7671 | # of pagep » ! M— W
:o__’_/zm A. He;’z:_A‘ :-o ;;1 R ”‘49'-) Thomas Sargent
0, 0. o
e Lo o RAET
Dept. ol e 7. BEG [ /), n Uﬁbﬁ*ﬁ" ELMH‘}

Fax # 93/_ 7é7§ljﬁax# 35/ __‘ZQ 7‘7







MOORE, CARNEY, RYAN AND LATTANZIL, LLC
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
411 E JOPPA ROAD

ROBERT E CARNEY, JR. BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21236 E SCOTT MOORE
RICHARD E. LATTANZI {1926-1902)
JUDITH L. HARCLERODE (410) 529-4600

RONALD A. DECKER FAX (410) 529-6146

DAVID M. MEADOWS

L1SA M L EISEMANN

May 3, 1995

Mr. Timothy M. Kotroco

Deputy Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County

Suite 112 - Courthouse

400 wWashington Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Petition for Special Hearing and Variance,
Thomas Q. Frech, Petitioner
Case No. 95-311-A

Dear Mr. Kotroco:

I am in possession of the decision of the Zoning Commisgsioner
with regard to the above-referenced case. My clients have
requested that I file this Motion for Reconsideration, primarily
based upon the photographic evidence presented by Ms. Maria McCoy.
If you recall, Ms. McCoy presented a series of photographs as
evidence. One of the photographs was of Mr. Sargent's home, which
shows a full size window on the side of Mr. Sargent's home which
faces the tract boundary. In other words, Mr. Sargent has directly
received the same relief which 1is requested by the variance
petition, i.e., request number 1, a reduction in the tract boundary
setback in lieu of 35 feet. Also, my clients have requested that
I stress the fact that there are numerous other such windows
throughout the subdivision as set forth in the photographic
evidence.

Very truly yours,

Osomll,

David M. Meadows

cc:  Mr. Thomas O. Frech
Anthony J. DiPaula, Esquire



ROBERT E CARNEY, JR,
RICHARD E. LATTANZI
JUDITH L. HARCLERODE
RONALD A. DECKER
DAVID M. MEADOWS

LISA M L EISEMANN

VA AN Qo

o @ irliT

MOORE, CARNEY, RYAN anND LATTANZI, LLC. +0 J[’\L
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
411 E. JOPPA ROAD
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21236 E SCOTT MOORE
{410) 529-4600 (1926-1992)
FAX (410) 529-6146

April 12, 1995

Mr. Timothy M. Kotroco

Deputy Zoning Commissioner for
Baltimore County

111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Case No. 95-311-A
4422 Camellia Road

Dear Deputy Commissioner:

Please find enclosed a xerox copy of Petitioner's Exhibit 2,
the Building Permit for the above-referenced property. I have
returned the original to Mr. Frech, and it will be retained in his
file.

After consulting with my client, it is his position that he
would like to proceed only on the variance request to allow a
thirty-foot window to tract boundary setback in lieu of thirty-five
feet. Therefore, we would respectfully draw our request for
variance to permit a window-to-window setback of twenty feet in
lieu of the required forty feet, and to permit a window-to-lot line
setback of five feet in lieu of the required fifteen. In this way
we hope to ease tensions in the neighbornood, as the majority of
the concern presented at the hearing on April 10 revolved around
those two variance requests.

Very truly yours,

LDyt

DMM:cl David M. Meadows Ty

EnCO iy G
cc: Mr. Thomas Frech RN T@‘NE
Anthony J. DiPaula, Esquire D ®§&jm
% ;

VIICROFILME AN WPR



G.F.WALTER

4424 Camellia Rd.
Baltimore, Md. 21236
IN RE: PETITIONS FOR A SPECIAL HEARING * BEFORE THE
AND VARIANCE - N/S Camellia Road, * DEPUTY ZONING
310' NW of the ¢/1 Gardenia Road * COMMISSIONER -
(4422 Camellia Road ) ‘ * OF BALTIMORE
11th Election District * COUNTY
* CASE # 95-311-A

5th Councilmanic District
Thomas O. Frech - Petitioner

May 24, 1995

Timonthy M. Kotroco

Deputy Zoning Commissioner ) @ Lﬁ ﬂ ] E

for Baltimore County ‘ U

Suite 112 Courthouse MAY 2 5 1995

400 Washington Ave. ~
- Towson, Md. 21204 &

: ZONING COMMISSIONER

Dear Commissioner Kotroco:

- As aresult of receiving your "AMENDED ORDER" dated May 17, 1995. 1 feelr

- compelled to submit this letter.

At the public hearing, that was held April 10, 1995 concerning this matter, all Qf these
issues were addressed and many were re-addressed. The result: "FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW" dated April 25, 1995.

e,

1 yt(ﬁﬁﬁﬁ-é%@g”" i

LRI
Phone 410-529-5876 Fax 410-529-4887 -

A3 "E" -:‘..-,r'";;:’



May I say that I was very impressed l?y the way you conducted the hearing and the time
and expertise used in rendering your decisioﬁ.

In the record of the hearing and also é)n the cover page of the letter to Mr, Meadows, -
dated April 25,1995, you made a statement, " In the event any party finds the decision rendered
is unfavorable, any party may file an appeal to the County Board of Appeals within thirty (30) ’
days of the date of thi’s Order." This statement is in writing and is recorded. You madé a point to
maké it clear to all parties at that hearing. They had that right! There were no exceptions made: It
is my understanding that if this decision were APPEALED, it would also be a public hearing.
This is why I was so astonished when I received the "Amended Order".

It is my belief that we, the people, who were present at the original hearing should be -
entitled to hear the so called new arguments and see the photos that have beeﬁ so powerful to
change your mind.

I congratulate Mr. Meadows for the job he has done. As a result of Counsel's filing
"Motion for Reconsideration"”, the Commissioner has issued the Amended Order. I am
vehemently opposed to such an action, This was not an option for us, the people. And therefore
should not be an option for the property owner. These arguments were all heard at the original ‘
hearing. The same evidence, nothing has changed. Commissioner, you made your decision. Now
Counsel has again, and after the fact, in direct violation of your own guidelines, and in i)rivate, -
re~-submitted the same arguments.

"THE FINDING OF FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW" were quite clear in your
April 25, 1995 decision. And unless Counsel for the property owner takes the steps which were
mandated by the Commissioner, any changes should not, and according to the Commissiloner
cannot be made. ‘

| The Counsel for the property owner should be careful in using photdgraphs and -
arguments such as: /
1. Other property owners had been afforded such relief.
2. Mr. Sargent has a full size window on the side of his house.
Mr. Commissioner, j/ou must remember that in the Motion for Reconsideration, the

arguments and statements are coming from the Counsel for the property owner and property



owner. Please let me remind you that at the public hearing they tried numerous times to submit
false statements. This is a matter of record.

All of these arguments were addressed in the original hearing. Now they include some
very etroneous assumptions. There are no windows in houses which border the so called |
tree-line, The sides of these houses are all within 35' of such boundary. This would be in
violation of Section 1B01.2.C.2a of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B, 5a of C.M.'D‘.P.
In the case of Mr. Sargent's side window, if it is more than 35' from the tract boundary it is legal
and has no bearing on this case. If it is less than 35', it is not legal. But before this argument is
used, maybe the Counsel for the property owner should ask his client if he asked for a variance,
did he get a variance or did he just put the window there, again another violation of the
Baltimore County‘ Zoning Regulations. Mr. Frech is now involved in another attempt to deceive
the Commissioner. The same goes for all the houses with side windows. They are either within
B.C.Z.R. rules & regs, or Mr. Frech has again violated B.C.Z.R. & C.M.D.P. regulations. |

I have lived here for 5 years and I do not remember seeing any notices for Variances in
this neighborhood, until the notice for April 10, 1995, And I am very certain that those variances
would not have been applied for if it had not been for Mr. Sargent. The house was built. The
windows were there.

Commissioner, I know, for a fact, you have been given more false statements and
information. Using the argument "that other property owners in this development had been
afforded such relief and that numerous other full-size windows exist throughout this
sub-division". Two wrongs don't make a right, three wrongs don't make a right, etc. Just because
tﬁis builder has gotten away with violations in the past should not mean it's all right to do it
again. He did not make the RULES & REGULATIONS. You did not make them. I did not make
them. They were made by people for the good of ihe majority. )

The whole crux of the matter is that Mr. Frech sold this house to Ms. McCoy, knowing
that it did not meet the zoning regulations. Mr, Frech built this house. Then he applied for the:
variances. Now, he and his Counsel have convinced the Commissioner that it would be a
hardship for them, that it would not result in any detriment to the health, safety or general |
welfare of the surrounding locale. Again I congratulate Mr. Meadows, he has again been able to
confuse the issue. Mr. Commissioner, in your original decision, you stated, " 11 was clear from
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the testimony that the desire for full-sized windows on the sides of the proposed dwelling is hot
out of ecessity but is more of preference.” and " Furthermore, as noted above, there was
insufficient testimony or evidence offered to prove that strict compliance with the zoning
regulations would result in practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship for the Petitioners." and
"The testimony presented by Petitioners was in support of preference rather than of the necessity
for the variance. The Petitioners have failed to show that compliance would unreasonably |
prevent the use of the property or be unnecessarily burdensome.” |

If T would build a swimming pool in my back yard, and then come before you,
Commissioner, and ask for variances, do you think they would be approvéd. Is it not cortrect to
say, that you submit your plans, get the variances approved, and then build? | |

The dwelling in question was sold with windows on the side, including a bay window.
The original building permit was falsely applied for. Ms. McCoy testified in the original hearing
that the bay window and other side vﬁndows were in the cbntract. The building was constructed.
And then, and not until the windows were installed on both sides of the dwelling were the
variances applied for.

Mr. Commissioner, I would like to quote from your Amended Order, ".... the testimony
of the other residents in this community was clear that they are adamantly opposed to any
variance being granted for this property." There is no reason to believe otherwise. We are stlill
'adamantiy opposed to any variance being granted.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

Sinéerely,

; foasiadl

GF Walter
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To: Mr. Timothy M. Kotroco
Deputy Zoning Commisgioner
for Baltimore County

and
Mr. Arnold Jablon, Director
Zoning Administration and
Development Management

From: Mr, Thomas Sargent
4420 Camellia Road
Baltimore, MD. 21236

June 21, 1995
Re: Case Nos. 95-304-SPH and 95-311-A , and SECOND AMENDED ORDER
concerning the same.

I have received a copy of the Second Amended Order denying a
variance request to allow full sized windows to be installed when
the windows would be only 30 feet from the tract boundary instead
of the required 35 feet. This order was issued May 31, 1995.

In spite of this order the work on the house in and around the
subject windows has continued. The full size windows remain
installed. A stop and desist order was posted after Mr Walters
complained, and then taken down mid-day Sunday by someone other
that a County Official. Dry wall material has been installed around
the subject windows and finished. Other work is proceeding at the
jobsite including instillation of wood trim.

Clearly Mr. Frech intends to continue to flaunt the rules of
the County even though he knows that he is in violation.

Are you going to allow him to continue the work and then claim

that it would be an economic hardship to replace them? Why is the

- stop work order not being enforced?

Your attention in this matter will be appreciated.

Thomas Sargent
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January 19, 1995
To: Thomas Frech
Logos Homes
5024 Campbell Blvd. Suite M
Baltimore, MD, 21236
From: Thomasg Sargent
4420 Camellia R4.
Baltimore, MD 21236

Mr. Frech;

This letter is a follow up to a conversation we had on January
17 concerning workers repeatedly walking across our lawn while
building a new home behind our house. This practice is ruining our
grass and must stop immediately. Worse vyet they have been
belligerent and unpleasant when we repeat our requests that they
stop. Your intervention in this matter will be greatly
appreciated.

Also per our conversation I will proceed to get quotes and
erect a fence on the back property line. The new fence will be
gimilar in height and appearance to other fences in the
neighborhood, I appreciate your consent, and indication of
possible assistance in the cost of the fence,

Finally I see that there are several windows on the side of
the house facing my house, all of which are not allowed per your
building permit # B214274. Installing non see through glass is not
acceptable, since the glass could easily be changed in the future.

Your immediate attention in this matter will be appreciated.

Yours truly,

Thomas Sargeht
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To: Baltimore County Zoning Board:
From: Residents of Brookhurst North, section 2

To whom it may concern;

During the course of purchase and construction of our home, we
understood that no windows were allowed if there was to be less
that 40 feet between windows on adjoining homes. This was
information given by Logos homes. Some of us were denied bay
windows, and regular side windows based on this information.

The new home now being built at 4422 Camellia Road has 5

windows on one side facing the rear of 4420 Camellia, and only 18
to 20 feet sgeparate the homes.

Clearly this is inconsistent with what we have been told in
the past regarding County rules and regulations, and we 8ee no
reagon why there should be an exception for the home at 4422
Camellia.

Name Address Date

Ridod v Qordina. Cuswmo 4419 Camebhia £ Yaf7s
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BUOOAK 1593
EFFRCTIVE DATE: JANUARY 7/ L9494 HEVISED DA ﬂ*ém

COnE, TNRORMATION FOR THE BOUA NATICONAL BULLDING CODE 1993 AND RALTIMORE COUNTY COUNCiL BILL 167-931, GENFRAL
REQUTREMENTS  FOR  R-3  KESIDENTIAL CONSTRUCTION. REVIEW ALL ITEMS.  '"MI§ I3 NOT !NTENDED TCO BE ‘THE TOTAL
REQUIREMENTS FOR CONSTRUCTICN LN BALTIMORE COUNTY. FAILURE TO NOTE A PARIICULAR TTEM ON VHE DRAWINGS [OES  NOT
RELIEVE ''HE RESPONSIBILITY ™0 RUILD IN ACCORDANCE WITH 'THE BUILDING CODKS

FOOTING

L. POOTINGS OF ADEQUATH SIZE SUALL B¥ PROVIDED 10 LROPERLY DISTRIBUTE THE LOAD WITHIN THE ALLOWABLE LERRING
VALUES OF THE 5011, AND FXTEND 30" RELOW PINISHED GRADE. MINTMUM ALLOWASLE S5OIL BEARING OF 2,000 puf.
(SECT. 1HDG.0 TO 1808.0 AND 1510.0; BALTO. COUNTY COUNCIL BILL #167-93 SECT. 1806,0 AND 1807.0)

FOUNDATILIOR :
PROVITE DRATN TILE, ULUMBING CODE, SECT. 13.1.5 AND BOCA SECTIONS 1813.5 10 1813.4.2,  PROVIDE WEER
DRAINS A'l BASE OF FOUNDATION WALL A% 16" 0/C FOR BLOCK AND 48" FOR CONCRETH FOUNDATLON WHEN DRAIN ''iLE IS
(N THE [NTERIOR.

%, FOUNDATION WALLS ENCLOSING INTRRTOR SEACES AND FLOORS PELOW GRADM SHALL BE WATFREROOFED ANE! DAMPPROOFED FER
SECTION 1813.0.

+ POUNDATTON WALL CONSTRUCTION SHALL COMPLY WITH TABLE 1812.3.2 OR TABLE 1812.%.% WITH EXCEPTTONG; FOUNDATTON
WALLE  SHALL EXTEND 8" AROVE FINISHED GRADE; FOUNDATION WALL CONDITIONS FXCEEDTING ‘THE TABLES 5HALIL EE
DERIGNED BY A PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER OR ARCHITECT REGISTERED IN TIE STATE OF MARYLAND,

Tabln
THICENESS OF FOUNDRYION WALLS

FOUNDATTON WALL CONSTRUCH LN THICKNESE (TNCHES MAXIMUM DEPTH OF UNRALANCED Fill. (FEET) BELOW GRADE
HOLLOW UNIT MASONRY i 4
UNGEOUTEL 1] 5
12 4
PLATN CONCRETE, H !
MASONRY HOLLOW OR 1
SOLID, FUOLLY {GROUTED} 12

Table 1812.3.3 FOUNDATTION WALL CONSTRUCTION

FOUNDATTON WALT CONSTRUCTLION THICKNESS ( INCHES ) MAXTMUM DEL''H UNBALANCED BACKFILL BELOW GRADE (FEETY
HOLLOW NI il "1
MASONRY 1u )
CONSTRUCTION 12 7
FULLY GROUIED i i
MAS(ONRY 10 4
CONSTRUCTTON 12 i

SECTION 1812.3.2:  KXCEPTION: TRE PROVISIONS OF 'TABLE 1817.3.% ARE RPPLLCARLL WHEN: (1) THE POUNDATTON WALL
[HOKS NOT EXCEED & ¥EKT IN HEIGHT HENWEEN LATERAL SUPPORTS;  (2) THE TERRAIN ASURRGUNDING  FOUNDATION WALLY 1S
GRADED 50 A% 10 DRAIN SURPACE WATER AWBY ¥FROM FOUNDATION WRLLS; (3} BACKFILL 15 LRATNED T REMOVE GROUND WATER
RWRY FROM FOUNDATTON WALLS; {4) LATERAL SUPFORT IS PROVIDFD AT UMK TOF  OF CISE FOUNDATION WALLS PRIOR TO
BACKFTILLING; (4) TIE LENGTH OF FOUNDAT!ON WALLS GETWEEN PERPENDICULAR MAGONRY WALLS OR FLLASTERS IS & MAXIMUM
OF 3 TIMES 'THE BAGEMENT WALL HRIGHT: (6) '"HE BACKFILL [ GRANULAR AND  301L CONDITIONS IN 'THE ARWA ARE
NON-EXPANSIVE: (/) MABONRY TS5 LAID IN RUNWING BOMD USING TYEE M Ok o MORTAR.

bo ANCHOR SULL PLATES WITH |/ ROLTS {8 roor ¢.C, MAXTMUMY EMBEDDED NOT LESS THAN 195" IN CONCRETE MAZONRY
UNEYE (CMU) LR B" I POURED CONCRETE WALLS. MINIMUM 2 BOLTS PER FLATE AP 12" MRAYIMUM PROM ENDS OF BOARD.
ANCHOR ETRAPME INSTRLLED PER MANUFACTURERS' SPECIFICATIONS. {SECTION 2304, 16 AN EXCRPTION)

6. BNCTIUR MARONRY VENEER 16" 0.0, VERTICALLY AND 32" O.C. HORTZUNTALLY WITH 2% GAUGE GALVANIZED CORRUGATED
METAL TIES, PROVIOE 14LES FELT DAPER DVER SHERTHING . PROVIDE 1™ AR $EACE: NON-COMEUSTIRLE LINTELS WITH
A MAX. DEFLECTION OF /800 OF SFAN UR M, WILLUHKVER 13 LESY, SHALL BE PROVIDED OVER ALL OPENINGS.
SECTTON 1405.0.

CHTMWNEY AND FIRERLACE CONSTRUCT TJON

MASONRY IREPLACE WALLS LINED, WiTH & MINIMUM OF 20 of FIREERTUE, SHALIL HAVE A CUMBTNEL IHICKNESS OF 8" OF

SOLT0 MASONRY . 'PHROAT AND SMOKE CHAMEER WALLS SHALL BE 8" OF SOLID MASONRY (SEUTION M-1404.7 AND

M-1104.2.2) . MASONRY CMIMNEY WALLS SHALL BE LINED WITH A MINTMUM OF 5/8" FIRE CLAY AND 1AVE A MINIMOM

THICKNESS OF 4" OF SOLIL MASONRY (SECTION M-VXE,S).  THE CHIMNEY ©1LEARMNCE 10 COMEUSTIBLES TS 2" fOR

INTERICGR AND 1™ FOR EXPERtR CHIMNEYS. CHTMNEYS SHALL EXTENDY AT LERST 2 FEWT HIGHER THAN ANY BPURTION F

THE RBIILDTRG WTTHIN 10 PEET, LU SHALY. WOT GE LESS TEAN 3 FERET ABOVE "PHE POINT GHERE THE CHIMNEY PASSES

THROUGH THE ROOF . (3ECTION M-1407,3)

Hoo FACTORY-WUTLT FIREPLACES, STOVES, INSKRTS AND CHIMNEYS MUST LK TESTED [V A NATIONALLY RECCONTZED TESTING
LABOREPORY AND BE INSTALLED TN RCCURDANCR WITH TiE PANUFRACTURER'S TNSTALLATION INGTRUCTTONG,  (8RCTTON
M= 0 ARD M- 1407.1)

9. FIREPLACE COREN!NGES GREATER THAN 0 SOUAKE FERET REMITRE THE HEARTH TO EXTEND OV TN YRONT OF AN 19" REYOND
EACHE #10F OF THE OPENING.  LESS THAN & SQUARR FRET REQUIRR 16" 1N YRONT RND 8" HENOND FERCH STDE,  [SECVION
M-1404.3 ARl M- 104,31}

0. MLL FUEL BURNTNG RTPLICANCES BHALL DL FROVIDRED WTTIH ADEQUATE COMBUSTTON AL : SECTTON m-1001.2,

~1

FPRAMNING
1 PROVIDE DIAGONAL CORNER ERACLNG UNLRSS THE SHEATILNG 15 ATEROVEL WITHOUY BRRCING.  (SFCTICN 2305.7)

F




12, ALL FLOOR, WALL AND ROOF SHEATHING MATERIALS OR UNDERLAYMENTS SHALL BE GRADE MAREED BY AN APPROVED AGENCY
ON FACH SHERT; IHSTALLATION OF THE PRODUCT SHALL COMULY WITH MANUFACTTURERS' REQUIREMENTS AND BOCA SKCTIONS
2300 THRI 22134,

13, MINIMUM CEILTNG HETGHT OF HABTTARLE ROOME I8 7'-6". ALl OTHER ROOMS 77'-0" TO THE LOWEST PROJECTTON FROM
THE CELLING.  (SECTION 1204.1)

14, PREFABRICATED FLOOR AND KOOF TRUSSES SHALL BE DESIGNED IN ACCORDANCE WITH TPIT 14985 STANDARDS AN} NFPA-NDS
1991, EACH 'TRUSS SUALL UAVE 'MME TRI STAME BY THE MANUFACTURER ON THE BOTTOM CORD. PREFABRICATED 'WOOD IV
JOISTS SHALL PR INSTALLED PRR 'THE MANUMACTURER'S INSTRUCTIONS. ALL STRUCTURLL DESIGN LOADS SHALL COMPLY
WITH BPPLICARLE PARTS OF BOCA SECTIONS 1601.0 AND 2305,1; TABLE 160%.3 IS MODIFIED PER BALTIMORE COUNTY
COUNGEL BILL #167-93.  MINIMUM LIVE LOADS: FLOOR 40 psf (SLEEPING ARERS 30 psf); DECKS 40 psf; BALCONIES
80 psf; ATTIC 20 pef (NO ATFIC STORAGE 10 paf); ROOF 20 psf (TF LESS THAN 4 IN 12 PITCH - 30 psf); PIERS
100 psf; BARNS (IIRY STORAGE - 110 psf); WIFD LOADING /0 MPH MINIMUM.

1%, JOTST AN BEAM END BEARING REQUIREMENTS: GEAM TO GIRDER 4™, BEAMS FRAMING FROM CPPOSITE SIDE 6" LAF:
JOTIST ON WAL, GTRDER OR STEEL BEAMS 1 1/2"™ MINIMUM BEARING (3" MINIMUM LERRING ON CONCRETE OR MASONRY);
JOIST FRAMING FROM OPPGSITE SIDES A" LAR; RPPROVED MFTAl, STTRRUPS, HANGERS OR LFDGERS MAY ALSO BE USED;
SECTION 230%.6,

16. STAIRS: MINIMUM WIDTH A6™, MAXIMUM RISER & 1/4", MINIMUM TREAD 9"; ONE HANDRAILL REQUIRED AT 230" To 3g
ABOWE TEEAD, MINIMUM HEADROOM £'-3"; SECTION 1014.1.

GUARDE:  MINIMUM HEIGHYT 36", MALIMUM SPACING OF INTERMEDIATE RAILS OR BALUSTERS 4; REQUIRED AT
DPENSTDE FLOOR AREAS, LANDINGS, ETC., WHICH ARE GREATER THRN 30" ABOVE FLOOR OR GRADE BELCM.
FUARDS SHALL NOT FPROVIDE A LADDER KEFFECT: SECTTONS 1005.5 and 1021.1.

17. WoOD USED IN LOCATIONS SPECIFTED IN SECTION 2211.4 SUCH AS DECES, PORCHES, BRLCONTES, RETATNING WALLS,
SILL PLATES OR SIMILAR PERMANFNT STRUCTURES EXPOSED TO WEATHER SHALL RE NATURRLLY [WRABLE OR PRESERVATIVE
TREATED.

GLAZING

18. TMAN IMEACT LOADS REQUTRE SAFETY GLAXTNG IW BLL 'TYPKS OF DOURS; ENCLOSURES FOR BATHTURS, SIKAERS, HOT
ToES, WHIRLPOOLS, ETC. AND IN A BUILDING WALL COMPONENTS ENCLOZING THESE TTEMS CONTALNING GLASS WHERE THE
BOITOM EDGE IS LESS THAN 60" AROVE THE STANDING SURFACE; AND GLAZING TN FIXEDN OR OPERABLE PANELS WHEN
WITHIN A 24" RRC OF EIIHER EIGE OF A DOOR; ALSO IN FIXFD OR OPERABLE DANELS WHICH ARE GREATER THAN 9
SOUARE FERT PFR PANEIL, LESS 'THAN 18" ABROVE ‘THE FLOOR, TOP EDGE GREATER THAN 36" RROVE THE FLOOR AND HAS A
WALEING SURFACE WITHIN 6" HORIZONTALLY FROM THE GLASS; AND ALL GLAZING IN RAILINGS; SECTION 2405.2.

19. SLEEPING EGOMS REQUIRE A OPERAELE REMERGENCY RGRFSS WINTIOW; MINTMUM NET CLEAR OFENING IN THE OFEN POSITION
EQUALS 5.7 SQUARE FEET, MINIMUM CLEAR HEIGHT 24", MINIMUM CLEAR WIDTH 20' AND MAXIMUM SiLL HEIGHT 44"
AROVE FLOOR; SECTION 1010.4. EXCEPTION: DOOR LEADING DIRECTLY QUTSIDE; FULLY SPRINKLERED BUTLDINGE;
GRADE FLOOR WINDCWS REQUIRE 5 SQUARE FEET FOR MINIMOM CLEAR OPENING.

INSDLATTION AND VENTILRTION

20, MINLIMUM iNSULAVION REQUIREMENTS FOR ALL CEILINGS IS R-20 (4"); FRAME WALLE R-11 {1'); MASONRY WALLS R-10;
SLABY HEATED R-7; SLARS UNHEATFD ®-4; FLOORS GVER UNHEATED SPACES (CRAWI. SPRCE) R-16; FLOORS OVER
BASEMENTS ARE EXEMPT EXCEPT POR BANDS R-16 (W"); WINDOWS, DOUBLE GLAZED OR STORM WINDOWS. (BOCA
ENERGY CONSERVATION CODE 1993).

21. REQUTREN ATTIC ACCESS DANEL S1ZE 13 Z2"x30". CRAWL SPACE ACCEsS PANEL SIZE IS 18%x24™, SECTION 1211.0

22. CROSS VENTTLATE CRAWL SPACE. PLACE OPENINGS CLOSE TO CORNERS AND PROVIDE NOT LESS THAN 18" SPACE RETWREN
BOTTOM OF JOTSTS AND 12" FROM BOUPOM OF GIRDER TO EARTH OR USE APPROVED NATURALLY DURABLE OR PREGERVATIVE
TREATED WOOD.  SECTIONS 1210.2, 1210.3, 2311.4.1 and M-1606.0,

23, EVERY QCCUPIED 5PACE SHALL BE VENTILATED BY SATURAL OR MECHANTCAL MEANS AND IIAVE NRATURAL OR RARTIFICIAL
LIGHT. MECHANICAL VENTILATION SHALL DLSCHARGE DIRECTLY TO THE KXTERIOR OF ‘¥HE BUILDING UNLESS TIHE UNIT I3
APPROVED FOR RECIRCULATION., SECTIONS 120%.0, 1206.0, 1207.49, 1208.0, 1204%.0 AND M-1601.1.

24. ENCLOSEL! ATTIC AND RAFTER SPACES SHALI RE CROSE VENTILATED. SKCTTON 1210.0; MECHANICAL VENTILATION SHALL
COMPLY WI'TH SECTIONS 1210,3 AND M-1606.0.

25, PROVIDE GUITERS BND DOWNSPOUTS,  SECTION 1813.8 AND AS MODIFIED EY 'THE BALTIMORE COUNTY COUNCLL BILL
#167-97 SECTION S12.

26. THE GEADE TMMEDIATELY BDJACENT TO TIHE rOUNDATION SHALL GE SLOPED AWAY FROM THE BUILDING AT R SLOPE OF NOT
LESS THAN 1:12 FOR A MINTMUM DISTANCE OF 8 FEET MEASURED PERPENDICULAR TO FACE OF THE WALL OR AN APPROVED
ALTERNATE METHON NF DIVERTING WATER AWAY FEOM 'THE FOUNDATLON SHALL BE USED, (SECTICN 1813./)

27. GMOKE DETECTORS SHALT, BE LOCATEL DN KACH S10HY INCLUDING BASEMENTS IN TUHE IMMEDIATE VICINITY OF BEDROOMS
(AR} 1K EACH BEDROOM UNLESS SPRINKLERED). DRTRCTORS SHALL BE TNTHRCONNECTED (AND BATTRERY BACKUP UNLESS
SPRINKLERED) : SECTION 91%,3, 919,01 AND G394,

PIKE WALLS/PARTY WAILLS

. PRIVATE GARAGEZ LOCATED BENEATH HABITABLE ROOMS SHALL BE ONE-HOUR FTRE-RATEN CONSTRUCTION.  ATTACHED
PRIVATE GARAGLES OF R-3 USE SIALL LE COMPLETELY SEPARATED FROM ADJACENT TNTERIOR SPACES ANTI THE ATTTC ARER
BY MEENS OF 5/& - INCH TYPE K™ GYPSUM BOARD OR THE EQUIVALENT APPLIED T0 THE GAKRGE STDR. THR STILS OF
ALL DOOR OPFNTNGS RETWFEN 'THE GRRAGE AND AUJACENT INTERIOR SPACES SHALL BE RAISED NOT LESS THAN 4 TNCHES
ABOVE THE GARAGE FLOOR. THE (0K OPENING PROTECTIVES SHALL BE 1 3/4 INCH SELF CLO3ING S0LID CORE WOOD
DOORS OR APPROVED EQUTVARLENT. SLOPE FLOOR MY EXTERIOR O.H. DOOE.  (SECTION 407.3 OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
COUNCIL BILL 4L&7-02)

29, EXTERIOE WALLS OF STRUCTURES ITOCATED LESS THAN 3 FEET FROM A PROPERTY LINE SHALL NBVE A 1-{GUR PIRE
RESISTANCE RATING ASSEMBLY WITH NO OPENTNGS. (KALTTMORE COGUNTY COUNCIL BILL #167-93 SKCTION 705.2
AND BOCA SECTION 705.2)

3. FTRR WALLS OR FAKTY WALLS SHALL BE OF NON-COMBUSTIRLE CONSTRUCTION 2 BOUR PTRE RATED BSSEMBLY. THE
WAL, SHARLL EXTENL 'O CTHE UNDERSIDE OF THE ROOF DECK AND APEROVED TESIGN. BAL'TTMORE COUNTY COURCIL BILL
#167-93, SECTIONS /07.0, 709.0 AND BOCA SECTIONS 707.0.

FLOOND PLALN_ CONSTRUCTION

31, CONSTRUCTION TN AREAS SUBJKCY 10 FLOOLING (TIDAL O RIVERINEY SHALL DE DESIGNED AND! COMPLY WITH BALTTMORE
COUNTY CODNCTE BILL HT-93 SECTION 510,00, VALTIMORE COUNTY COUNCLL BILL B173 493 OR ROCA SECTTON 2107.0;
WHTCKEVER T5 MOST RESTRICTIVE.  ELEVATION CERTIFICATE REQUIREL PRIOR TO TSSUANCE OF USE AND QCCUPANCY.
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PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL HEARING * BEFORE THE

AND VARIANCE - N/S Camellia Road,
310" NW of the ¢/} Gardenia Road * DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER

(4422 Camellia Road)
11th Electjon District * OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Sth Councilmanic District
Case Nos. 95-304-SPH and

Thomas L. Sargent and 95-311-A
Thomas O. Frech - Petitioners

* * * * ¥

SECOND AMENDED ORDER

WHEREAS, this matter came before the Deputy Zoning Commissioner
as combined Petitions for Special Hearing and Variance for that property
known as 4422 Camellia Rcad, iocated in the Brookhurst community in Perry
Hall. In Case No. 95-304-SPH, the adjoining property owner, Thomas L.
Sargent, filed the Petition for Special Hearing seeking a determination as
to whether Section V.B.6.C of the Comprehensive Manual of Development
Policies (C.M.D.P.) was applicable to the subject property, or if Building
Permit No. B-214274 which had been issued to the property owner, Thomas O.
Frech, for a proposed dwelling on the subject site was in compliance with
applicable =zoning regulations, policies or the C.M.D.P. The owner of the

property simultaneously filed a Petition for Variance in Case No. 95-311-A

seeking a series of vari .= from the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations
(B.C.Z.R.) and the Comprehensive Manual of Development Policies (C.M.D.P.)
to permit development of the subject property in accordance with Building
Permit No. B-214274 and the site plan submitted and accepted into evidence
as Petitioner's Exhibit 1.

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on Bpril 10, 1995 at which

numerous individuals appeared in opposition to the Petition for Variance

‘.L“\* filed by the owner of the property. Inasmuch as the property owner had

filed a Petition for Variance, and in view of the opposition expressed at

dwelling on the subject property, in accordance with the site plan submit-
ted into evidence as Petitioner's Exhibits 1.

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on April 10, 1995 at which the
legal owner of the property and Petitioner in Case No. 95-311-A, the ad-
joining property owner and Petitioner in Case No. 35-304-SPH, and numerous
other residents appeared and testified. Inasmuch as the property owner
had filed a Petition for Variance, the Petition for Special Hearing was
dismissed as moot; however, the Petition for Variance relief was denied by
my Order issued April 25, 1995.

WHEREAS, subsequent to the issuance of my Order, Counsel for the
property owner filed a Motion for Reconsideration as to the Petition for

Variance filed in Case No. 95-311-A, and requested approval of the vari-

ance relief sought from Section 1B01.2.C.2.A of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R.

and Section V.B.S5.a of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to tract boundary
setback of 30 feet in lieu of the required 35 feet for a full-sized window
on the north side of the proposed dwelling. Counsel for the property owner
argued that other property owners in this development had been afforded
such relief and that numerous other full-sized windows exist throughout
‘this subdivision, as was evidenced in photographs presented at the hearing.

After due consideration of the argument presented, and a review
of the case file, I am persuaded to grant the Motion for Reconsideration.
It is to be noted that the Protestant in this matter enjoys a full-sized

window on the side of his dwelling facing a tract boundary. Furthermore,

ho relicf remiagted for the proposed dwelling is on the tract boundary

~
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side of the property facing a wooded buffer area between this development
and an adjacent subdivision. While the testimony of the other residents

in this community was clear that they are adamantly opposed to any variance
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the hearing, the Petition for Special Hearing was dismissed as moot, and
the Petition for Variance was denied by my Order issued April 25, 1995,
Thereafter, Counsel for the property owner filed a Motion for
Reconsideration in Case No. 95-311-A, and requested approval of the previ-
ocusly requested variance from Section 1B01.2.C.2.A of the 1971 to 1992
B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.5.a of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to tract
boundary setback of 30 feet in lieu of the required 35 feet which would
allow a full-sized window to be placed on the north side of the proposed
dwelling, opposite the Protestant's home and facing a wooded buffer area.
Counsel for the property owner argued that other property owners 1in this
development had been afforded such relief apd that numerous other full-
sized windows exist throughout this subdivision, as was evidenced in photo-
graphs presented at the hearing. While the testimony of the residents in
this community was clear that they are adamantly opposed to a variance
being granted for windows on Mr. Sargent's side of the proposed dwelling,
I believed the granting of a variance for the window on the tract boundary
8ide met the spirit and intent of the zoning regulations and would not

result in any detriment to the health, safety or general welfare of

Floe. Mad
rYL s (Y LR ™

Reconsideration was granted.

Subsequent to the issuance of my Amended Order, I received letters
from the adjoining property owners on both sides of the subject site,
namely, Mr. Thomas Sargent and Mr. G. F, Waiter, both of whom voiced strong
opposition to the variance granted by my Amended Order. Furthermore, it
was apparent from the tone of the letters submitted that these residents

have a strong dislike for the builder of this house. As noted in their

correspondence, the variance requested for this window is a matter of

being grantedéd for this property, the relief requested is for a window on
the side of the dwelling not facing another adjoining residence. It appears
that the relief reguested would not result in any detriment to the health,
safety or general welfare of the surrounding locale and should therefore
be granted.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissjioner for
Baltimore County this _[:L_“ day of May, 1995 that the Motion for Reconsid-
eration filed in Case Ho. 95-311-A to approve a modified relief, be and is
hereby GRANTED; and,

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that a variance from Section 1BD1.2.C.2.a

of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.5.a of the C.M.D.P. to permit

a window to tract boundary setback of 30 feet in lieu of the required 35

feet for a full-sized window on the north side of the proposed dwelling,
in accordance with Petitioner's Exhibit 1, be and the same shall hereby be
GRANTED, subject to the followirg restriction:

1) The Petitioners may apply for their building
permit and be granted same upon receipt of this Order;
however, Petitioners are hereby made aware that pro-
ceeding at this time is at their own risk until such
time as the 30-day appellate process from this Order
has expired. 1If, for whatever reason, this Order is
reversed, the relief granted herein sh be rescinded.

e

TIMOTHY M.
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
TMK:bjs for Baltimore County

cc: David Meadows, Esquire, 4111 EBast Joppa Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
Mr. Thomas 0. Frech, 5024 Campbell Boulevard, Baliimore, Md. 21236
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Mr. Thomas L. Sargent, 4420 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md.

Ms. Marie HMcCoy, 2519 Moore Avenue, Baltimore, ¥d. 21234

Ms. Linda N. Kempske, 4428 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Ms. Nancy 8. Dobry, 4426 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
Mr.Mrs. George Walter, Jr., 4424 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Ma. 21236
HWs. Catherine Michols, 9218 Gardenia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236

People’s Counsel; Case File
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'3//4

ORDER RECE

/3

m~owner;~Thomas~L.~SargeatrmfiledwthemPstitionwfoxWSgecial_ﬂaaringusagkingmma

preference and not a necessity and compliance with the B.C.Z.R. should be
maintained. At the time the Amended Order was granted, 1 believed that
there was no opposition to the window that faced the tract boundary, which
is the side of the house farthest removed from the Protestant's home.

After due consideration of the arguments presented in the Prctes-
tants' correspondence, it is clear that I must reconsider my decision in
the Amended Order and am compelled to rescind the relief granted in same.

THEREFORE, 1T IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner for
Baltimore County this gz Sf_day of May, 1995 that the Motion for Reconsid-
eration filed in Case No. 95-311-A to approve a modified relief, be and is
hereby RESCINDED; and,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a variance from Section 1B01.2.C.2.a
of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.5.a of the C.M.D.P. tc permit
a window to tract boundary setback of 30 feet in lieu of the required 3%
feet for a full-sized window on the north side of the proposed dwelling,
in accordance with Petitioner's Exhibit 1, be and the same shall hereby be

DENIED; and,

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that there shall be no further reconsider-

‘ -"/t{ % // %f’*(o
TIMOTHY M. XKOTROCO

. Deputy 2Zoning Commissioner
TMK:bijs for Baltimore County

ations in this matter.

cc:  David Meadows, Esquire, 4111 East Joppa Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
Mr. Thomas C. Frech, 5024 Campbell Roulevard, Baltimore, Md4. 21226

Anthony J. DiPaula, Esquire, 604 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Md. 21204
Mr. Thomas L. Sargent, 4420 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Ms. Marie McCoy, 2519 Moore Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 21234

Ms. Linda M. Kempske, 4428 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236

Ms. Nancy S. Dobry, 4426 Camellia Road, Baltimore, MA4. 212386
Mr./Mrs. George Walter, Jr., 4424 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
Ms. Catherine Nichols, 9218 Gardenia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236
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PETITICHS FOR SPECIAL HEARING *  BEFORE THE
AND VARIANCE - N/S Camellia Road,
310' NW of the c/l Gardenia Road * DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIOMNER
{4422 Camellia Road)
11th Flection District *  QOF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Sth Councilmanic District

Case Nos. 95-304-8PH and
Thomas L. Sargent and 35311~
Thomas 0. Frech - Petitioners

X «  x e

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This matter comes before the Deputy Zoning Commissioner as com-
bined Petitions for Special Hearing and Variance for that property known
as 4422 Camellia Road, located in the vicinity of Perry Hall in the

Brookhurst community. Iin Case HNo. 95-304-8PH, the adjoining property

dotermination from this Deputy Zoning Commissioner as to whether Section
V¥.B.6.C of the Comprehensive Mamual of Development Policies (C.H.D.P.) is
applicable to the subject property, or if Building Permit Mo. B-214274 for
a proposed dwelling on the subject gite is in compliance with applicable
zoning regulations, policies or the C.H.D.P. 1In Case Ho. 95-311-A, the

owner of the property, Thomas 0. Frech, filed the petition for Variance

seeking relief from the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z2.R.) and

the Comprehensive Manual of Development policies (C.M.D.P.) as follows:
Frow Section 1B01.2.C.2.a of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R. and Bection V.B.5.a
of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to tract boundary setback of 30 feet in

lieu of the required 35 feet; from 1B01.2.C.2.b of the 1971 to 1992

ORDER RECEIVED FOR FILING

PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL HEARING * BEFORE THE
AND VARIANCE - N/S Camellia Road,

310" NW of the ¢/l Gardeniz Road * DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER
(4422 Camellia Road)

1ith Election District *  OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
5th Councilmanic District

Case Nos. 95-304-8SPH and
Thomas L. Sargent and 95-311-A

Thomas 0. Frech - Petitioners

* * * ®

AMENDED ORDER

WHEREAS, this matter came before the Deputy Zoning Commissioner
as combined Petitions for Special Hearing and Variance for that property
known as 4422 Camellia Road, located in the vicinity of Perry Hall in the
Brookhurst community. In Case No. 95-304-SPH, the adjoining property
owner, Thomas L. Sargent, filed the Petition for Special Hearing seeking a
determination from this Deputy Zoning Commissioner as to whether Section
V.B.6.C of the Comprehensive Manual of Development Policies (C.M.D.P.) is
applicable to the subject property, or if Building Permit No. B-214274 for
a proposed dwelling on the subject site is in compliance with applicable
zoning regulations, policies or the C.M.D.P. 1In Case No. 95-311-A, the
owner of the property. Thomas O. Frech, filed the Petition for Variance
seeking relief from the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.) and
the Comprehensive Manual of Development Policies (C.M.D.P.) as follows:
From Section 1B01.2.C.2.a of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.S5.a
of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to tract boundary setback of 30 feet in
lieu of the required 35 feet; from 1B01.2.C.2.b of the 1971 to 1992
B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.6.c of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to window
setback of 20 feet in lieu of the required 40 feet; and from Section S04

of the B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.6.b of the C.M.D.P. to permit a window to

lot line setback of 5 feet in lieu of the required 15 feet for a proposed

dwelling on the subject property. This property and relief sought are
more particularly described on the site plans submitted in the respective
cases, which were marked into evidence as Petitioner's Exhibits 1.
Appearing at the hearing on behalf of the Petition for Special
Hearing were Thomas L. Sargent, adjoining property owner, his attorney,
Anthony J. DiPaula, Esquire, and numerocus other residents of the surround-
ing commnity. Appearing on behalf of the Petition for Variance were
Thamas O. Frech, legal owner of the property, his attorney, David Meadows,
Esquire, and Rick Chadsey, Professional Engineer with George W. Stephens,
Jr. & Associates, Inc. Also appearing on behalf of the Petition for Vari-
ance were the Contract Purchasgrs, Ms. Marie McCoy and Mr. Jasper Johnson.

At the onset of the hearing on these matters, a discussion ensued

)
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setback of 20 feet in lieu of the required 40 feet; end from Section 504
of the B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.6.b of the C.H.D.P. to pormit a window to

lot 1line setback of 5 fest in liev of the required 15 feet for a proposed

LING
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_less, 2oned D.R. 5.5 and is

as to whether the Petition for Special Hearing was necessary, given the

fact that the owner of the property filed the Petition for Variance seek-
ing relief from the same regulations that Mr. Sargent argues are applica-
ble to this property. It was subsequently determined that the Petition
for Variance would address the issues raised within the Petition for Spe-
cial Hearing and as such, the Petition for Special Hearing was no longer
necessary and would be dismissed as moot. The hearing then proceeded on
the Petition for Variance.

Appearing and testifying in support of the Petition for Variance
wag Mr. Rick Chadsey, Professional Engineer. Testimony and evidence of-

fered revealed that the subject property consists of 0.219 acres, more or

esently unimproved, = The

to develop the site with a single family dwelling in accordance with the
site plan submitted and marked into evidence as Petitioner's Exhibit 1.

The proposed dwelling will be a two-story home with an attached two-car




garage. Recause the Contract Purchasers desire windows on the sides of the
dwelliﬁg, the requested variances are necessary. More specifically, the
Contract Purchasers want full-sized windows, including a bay window, on
the south side wall of the dwelling facing Mr. Sargent's home. Testimony
jndicated that at the present time, only small windows, the sill of which

will be located 5 feet above the floor in any given room on the south wall

dents to have a direct view into the rear of his home, which would be a
gross intrusion into his privacy.

Furthermore, Mr. Sargent testified that no other homes in the
Brookhurst subdivision contain full-sized windows in the sides. 1In fact,
Mr. Sargent asked Mr. Frech whether he could have f{full-sized windows in
his own home at the time of construction and was told that he could not.

In addition, other neighborhood residents testified that they were denied

lot line setback of 5 feet in lieu of the required 15 feet for the proposed
bay window on the south side of the dwelling. It is clear that the Peti-
tioners have reguested a withdrawal of these two wvariances in an effort to
ease tensions in the neighborhood. However, the testimony and evidence
offered by all of the residents who appeared in opposition to this request

was clear that they are opposed to the granting of any variances in this

requested variance were denied. The testimony presented by Petitioners
was in support of a matter of preference rather than of the necessity for
the wvariance. The Petitioners have failed to show that compliance would
unreasonably prevent the use of the property or be wunnecessarily burden-
some. Therefore, the variance requested must be denied.

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and

- public hearing on this Petition held, d i
of this dwelling, are permitted. Apparently, as Mr. Chadsey testified, the i e T T reseeme ey ove, e

matter. Furthermore, as noted above, there was insufficient testimony or
the privilege of having full-sized windows on the sides of their homes.

- relief requested should be denied.
C.M.D.P. regulations which were in effect from 1371 to 1932 and are appli- - o " demed

evidence offered to prove that strict compliance with the zoning regula-
The corroborative testimony of the Protestants was that they would like to

- . ‘ ; ' _ o . ﬁ THEREFORE, IT IS O ing Cormissi
cable to this subdivision, do not permit full-sized windows to exist on . tions would result in practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship for RDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner for
- see the same rules and regqulations applied to the subject property as was

o - Raltimore County this JZST’JH f april, 9r it}
e eides of thie home, qiven its close proximity to the property line and Y ay o pril, 1995 that the Petition for

the Petitioners. Therefore, the relief requested in the Petition for
applied to their respective properties. Clearly, all of the residents in

. ) . Variance seekin relief 1ti > i i
the home of the adjoining owner. Testimony indicated that the dwelling Variance must denied. g ief from the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations

attendance were adamantly opposed to full-sized windows being permitted in

. . : ) . ] {B.C.Z.R.) and the Comprchensive Manua ' Policies
itse}f meets all other setback requirements. However, in order to install An area variance may be granted where strict application of the ) mp 1 of Development Policies (C.M.D.P.)

the side walls of the proposed dwelling.

| | . : . o o as follows: From Section 1B01.2.C.2. .
the full-sized windows desired by the Contract Purchasers, the variances A zoning regulations would cause practical difficulty to the Petitioner and : a of the 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z.R. and
After due consideration of the testimony and evidence offered by

‘ | Section V.B.5.a of the C.M.D.P., to permit a window to tract ary -
are necessary in order to proceed with development. P bound set

his property. Mclean v. Soley, 270 Md. 208 (1573). To prove practical

both the Petitioners, the residents who reside in this community, and the

hppearing in opposition to the relief requested was the adjoining back of 30 feet in lieu of the required 35 feeﬁ; from 1B01.2.C.2.b of the

difficulty for an area variance, the Petitioner must meet the following:
Contract Purchasers of the subject lot, it appears the relief requested

| - ' . 1971 to 1992 B.C.Z2.R. and Section Y.B.6. .M.D.P. !
property owner, Mr. Thomas Sargent, who resides immediately adjacent to o © e s o

1) whether strict compliance with requirement would
unreasonably prevent the use of the property for a
permitted purpose or render conformance unnecessarily
burdensome;

must be denied. I find that the Petitioners have failed to satisfy the . . . . )

the site at 4420 Camellia Road. Mr. Sargent testified that he is adamant- window to window setback of 20 feet in lieu of the required 40 feet; and
burden imposed upon them in order to grant the variance. It was clear from Sect ; 504 of the B.C.?7 ds )

opposed to full-sized windows being installed in the south wall of the r ection 5 o e B.C.Z.R. and Section V.B.6.b of the C.M.D.P. to

from the testimony that the desire for full-sized windows on the sides of 2)' whether the grant would do substantial injustice

to applicant as well as other property owners in the
district or whether a lesser relaxation than that
applied for would give substantial relief; and

proposed dwelling in that they would directly infringe upon the privacy he permit a window to lot line setback of 5 feet in lieu of the required 15

the proposed dwelling is not out of necessity but is more of a matter of . . ,
currently enjoys in his home. The site plan entered into evidence as feet for a proposed dwelling on the subject property, in accordance with
preference. Furthermore, there was no evidence or testimony offered to

' Petitioner's Exhibit 1, be g i .
Petitioner's Exhibit 1 shows that the rear of Mr. Sargent's home is locat- and s hereby DENIED

3) whether - relief can be granted 1in such fashion
that the spirit of the ordinance will be observed and

substantiate or justify the granting of a variance for full-sized windows
' ' ' _ 1 ‘ . o ' ublic safety and welfare secured.
on the scuth side of the subject dwelling. : = i ; P Y

ich is the si - IT 1S FURTHER O it i -
ed 20 feet from his rear property line, which is the side property line RDERED that the Petition for Special Hearing

shared with the subject property. Mr. Sargent testified that the most seeking a determination from this Deputy Zoning Commissioner as to whether

It should also be noted that subsequent to the hearing in this Anderson v. Bd. of Appeals, Town of Chesapeake Beach, 22 Md. App. 28 B Section V.B.6.C of

H i i th C hensi Me & ici
useable living space is located in the rear of his home, that is the fami- € cmprehensive anual of Development Policies

"\ matter, Counsel for the Petitioner submitted a request for withdrawal of

(1974).

. . - . (C.M.D.F.} is applicable to the subject property, or if Buildin 3
room, a bathroom, etc., which have full-sized windows. He believes ™~ o - propeEry 5 Fermt

the window to window setback of 20 feet in lieu of the required 40 feet to

a th d dwelling would allow those resi Mfter due consideration of the testimony and evidence presented, No. B-214274 for a proposed dwelling on the subject site is in compliance
-gi i i ropose V) - ;
that full-sized windows in e prop permit full-sized windows in the sides of the dwelling, and the window to

there is insufficient evidence to allow a finding that the Petitioners

would experience practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship if the

- 5=

. - . . S . - . .

Baltimore County Government

Zoning Commissioner

oo o o | sia Petition for Variance | ot s TR s e 9 55\

. . ; fons ici 3 .M.D.P., be and is
with applicable zoning regulations, policies or the C ENGINEERS

?_.} ' SRR : : ‘ R . . “’D’ — 5 — 658 KENILWORTH DRIVE, SUTTE 100, TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
hereby DISMISSED AS MOOT. : | &N . <= )Y/ to the Zoning Commissioner of éalt:mm\-c\a Cnrtnty :
/ %/ 4 b J _ D : ZONING DESCRIPTION
W/ A for the property located at 4422 Camelia Road LOT 10, BLOCK 4
eputy Zoning Commissio ; ‘ is
for Baltimore County : Towson, MD 21204 (410) 887-4386 ‘ _brR5.5

m&mmmmmmmmmmmuon&mmw
: The undersigned .bgdownm(a)ofmepropedy‘ situate in Battimore County and which is described in the description and piat atteched
- pavid Meadows, Esquire : S - hmet?andmedeamlhe:eothmbypmonhravmmsac&m@ IB01.2.C.2.a of the Baltimore County
4111 East Joppa Road Zoning Regulatlons.(QCZR 1971-1992) and V.B.5.a. of the previous Comprehensive Manual
Baltimore, Maryland 212136 oi D:velopment Policies CMDP to permit a 30' window to tract boundary setback in lieu
. of the required 35', 1B01.2.C.2.b of the BCZR 1971-1992 and the previous CMD ' : S.M. 61. Folio 124, containing 0.219 Ac . Also known as #442 ia Road and located i
RE: PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL HEARING AND VARIANCE _ V.B.6.E to @ﬁrmxt a window to window setback of 20' in lieu of the require §0§ec§;gn5 45 ? Camellia and} in the T1th
: - Vel 8. q&g revious CMDP tgage:mlt a g;ndow to lot line setback o? 3% 1n liey of & Election Dastn
N/S Camellia Road, 310' NW of the ¢/l Gardenia Road  Loning of Batimore County, to oning Law of Balts County. for the following reasons: (indicate hardship wfequired 15 : ct.
(4422 Camellia Road) practical difficulty)
11th Election District - 5th Councilmanic District
zhoma: L. ggfgngs:;d :géggfagingrECh - Petitioners ; The practical difficulty is created by the shape, size and configuration of the
ase Nos. a ' lot which does not permit 2 marketable product on said property.

Beginrung at a point on the north side of Camellia Road which is 50 feet widc at the distance of
308 .80 feet west of the center line of the ncarest improved intersecting street, Gardenia Road which is 50
fect wide. Being Lot #10, Block A, Section Two, Brookhurst as recorded in Baltimore County Plat Book

Dear Mr. Meadows:

. Property is to be and advertised as i
7 Enclosed please find & copy of the decision rendered in the T UL or we, agree mmmedmamwmm* > prescribed by Zoning Regulations.

advertising, posting. etc.. ing of this petition, and further ,gm 10 and are to
above-captioned matter. The Petition for Special Hearing has been dis- be bound by the 2oning regulations and restrictions of Bafimore County adw;u’:n Puﬁ:‘?ﬂﬂb:w Zmﬁmammmm *

missed as moot and the Petition for Variance denied has been denied in
accordance with the attached Order.

NOTE: THE ABOVE DESCKIPTION IS FOR ZONING PURPOSES ONLY AND NOT TO BE USED
In the event any party finds the decision rendered is unfavor- oty o yociers o) e i e penaties of perury. Bl e are e . FOR CONVEYANCE OR AGREEMENTS.
able, any party may f£ile an appeal tc the County Board of Appeals within :
thirty (30) days of the date of this Order. For further information on
filing an appeal, please contact the Zoning Administration and Development
Management office at 887-3391.

Very, truly yours,

TIMOTHY M. ROTROCO

Deputy Zoning Commissioner Cay
T™K:bis for Bsltimore County | Aty tor Petitoner.

David Meadows

D: 5024 Campbell Boulevard -
cc: Mr. Thomas O. Prech, 5024 Campbell Boulevard, Baltimore, Md. 21236 Tyoe = ove ot oy ar §31-4670

hnthony J. DiPesula, Esquire, : ‘ | ’ M Baltimore Maryland 21236

Cny &w’
~ Covahey & Boozer, 604 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Ma., 21204 :::.mwmwauum:ﬁm—um

#ir. Thomas L. Sargent, 4420 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236 5 4111 Bast Joppa Road 529-4600

Ms. Marie NMcCoy, 2519 Hoore Avenue, Baltimore, Md. 21234 AN\ R SenelP Poone Mo

Ms. Linda M. Kempske, 4428 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236 ' y | ) Beitimore Naryland 21236
Ms. Nancy 8. Dobry, 4426 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236 | O™ Bpcoce
¥r./Mrs. George Walter, Jr., 4424 Camellia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236 -; 1%
Ms. Catherine Nichols, 9218 Gardenia Road, Baltimore, Md. 21236 . - f

People's Counbel; Fi




Baltimore Ca_umy GOY*‘{mm'e_nl Baltimore County Government
Office of Zoning Administration Office of Zoning Administration
and Development Management _‘ and Development Management

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING Vo d
TOMING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY - : _ 111 West Chesapeake Avenue 111 West Chesapeake Avenue
| , Towson, MD 21204
Towsen, Maryland ' : ‘

(410) 887-3353 Towson, MD 21204 (410) 887-3353

. o . | . y . . | March 17, 1995 ‘
Diltrlct-..//..é----—-- -l - . ) R NOTICE OF HEARING .-I March 29, 1995

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore Conmty, by amthority of the Zoning Act and Regmlstions of Baltimore

County, will hold a public bearing an the property identified berein in : David i
Meadows, Esquire
Room 106 of the County Office Building, 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue in Towson, Marylapd 21204 4111 East Joppa Rgd
ar

Courthouse Washington ' Baltj
. : . . ‘ Room 118, 01d , 400 i 3 , , £ . _ altimore, Maryland 21236
Poel' e o 2 re""e verme, Towsan, Marylend 21204 as follows
Zoning Administration &

: RE: Item No.: 311
Development Mai:agewment ':75__ =Y l___ H

Case No.: 95-311-A
ITLT !:ﬂ“(‘fingmu;:;z.;mme Account: R.001.6150 CASE NUMBER: 95-311-3 (Item 311 ] Petitioner: Thomas 0. Frech

4422 Camellia Road '
Dear Mr. :
£ - , N/S Camellia Road, 310" W of ¢/l Gardenia Road . r. Meadows
‘ A 1ith Electicn District - 5th Councilmmi ' i ; ; ;
,' m c , The Zoning Advisory Committee (2AC), which consists of representa-
Number of Signst m"egalo"_mmfmg EPR(]JI-. iloxemlsgs at 9:00 in Boom 118 01d Courthonse tives from Baltimore County approving agencies, has reviewed the plans
: . ’ :00 a.m. . submitted with the above referenced pestition. Said petition was accepted
for processing by, the Offi i ini i
Variaoce to permit a 30 ft. window to tract boondery setback in lien of the regmired 35 ft.; and to { Managzment (ZAgM) 'YDevelopmni1g§n:£01222::giogd§;n;:;§§tgonlg;g Development,
_ permit a window to window setback of 20 ft. in liep of the required 40 fi; and to permit a window to lot ’ )
| | ! : line sethack of § ft. ip lieu of the required 15 ft. |

Any comments submitted thus far from the members of ZAC that offer or
request information on your petition are attached. These comments are not

: : intended to indicate the appropriateness of the zoning action requested,
nomce OF P8 CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION e ’ but' to assure that all parties; i.e., 2zoning comissioner, attorney,
'El!ezonlngcummtssiotl:‘erﬁf . . petitioner, etc. are made aware of plans or problems with regard to the
;‘?‘&Eﬁnﬁﬂ‘gﬂaﬁeﬂg - - proposed improvements that may have a bearing on this case. Only those
- g;mg,aiﬂaaliﬁmﬁra%llﬂ.% :'v‘ig - T Y 7o ' ' o ' ' ' . : ‘Ariold Jabion : : : : — : . comments that are informative will be forwarded to vou: those that are not
hold a public hea -

?upeﬂy identified herein in TOWSON, MD., 3 ’/ o‘q . lgﬁ.

| - ' informative will be placed in the permanent case file.
oom 106 of the coat;m}ri?fﬁ&e _ _ Pirect
gﬂ‘g?agb;mmdhvenue in THIS IS TO CERTIFY. that the annexed advertisement was : . . If you need further information or have any questions regarding these
"l;owsonhbaﬁarggn% £'t2h°:usg' j 2 0 comments, please do not hesitate to contact the commenting agency or Joyce
oom i y e T . ' : : Thomas 0. Frech
Avenuey : s ; ' R { “ w1 . .
A o Manyand 21208 as{ published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper published | TS | |

Pavid Watson in the zoning office (887-3391).
Meadows, Esg.
follows: I * - A P

' Sincgtely, ' ‘ , 3
A (tem 31 B | in Towson, Beltimore County, Md.. once tn.each of _L_successive FOTES: (1) Z0NING SIGH & POST MIST BE EETUNNED 70 RN. 104, 111 §. CHESAPEAKE AVEWE ON THE HEARTHG DATE. - | SineERely, S L4
9 - . -
4422 Camellia Road

A /A% qs : (2) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECTAL ACCOMMODATTONS PLERSE CALL 887-3353. B N “A L
WS Camellia Road, 310° weeks, the first publication appearing on __2/ P19

NS Gl an Hoad _ (3) POR INPORMATION CONCERING THE FILE AND/OR HBARTNG, CONTACT THIS OFFICE AT 887-3191.
111h Election District I T _ _ o .

imanic ' : W. Carl Richards, Jr.
EE’S;"&“%T" ' . ' ' Zoning Supervisor
%hnmaao. Frach :
HEARING: MONDAY, . : : :
. APRIL 10, 1905 at 80 - _ : . : WCR/ jw
am. i Am W18, Od : - : . , .
Courthouse. THE JEFFERSONIAN, ‘ : ) I :

Attachment(s)

. L AD. - TOWSON
g%%f ‘glﬂ. in lieu of the re- LEGA

quired 16 ft. Fogiigiiepinmsr

. . . . = ‘ ';:"‘"‘ Printad wath Soybean Ink
LAWRENCE E. SCHMIDT, | | l . . 1 .
Zoning Gommissianer for | . N ‘
Baltimore c}e;::g ' | l .‘ '
TES: (1)Hearings are
Ibégpped ;o)cessibie; for speciai |k
accommodations Please Call

$87-3353. [2)Fci§|tnfnr$a;
tion concaming the Flle and/o
Hearing, Pleasa Call 887-3391.

/322 March23.

BALT’HORE COUNTY, MAR,LAND

INTER-CFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

. Baltimore County Govérnmmt . — ' . .

0. James Lighthizer

| s\ Maryland Depariment of Transporiation zléav ]
'- piotiiag | | Sl Siate Highway Administration Admnaator
TO: Arnold Jablon, Director : : Soll : ©, 4
Zoning Administration & - .

: ' 700 East R i
Development Management : _ Joppa Road Suite 901

Towson, MD 21286-5500 (410) 887-4500
FROM: Pat Keller, Director :

/
322 -45
Office of Planning and Zoning '

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND : ' - ]

- | B - o . , ATE: 03/8859¢ © : . Zoning Administration and ' - Item No.: $ 37/ (CAM)
SUBJECT: 4422 Camelia Road - : .

| Development Management
TO: Arnold Jablon, Director DATE: March 27, 1995 | _ o County Office Building
INFORMATION: . Zoning Administration and Development Management |

? Arrold Jablen : ?lolonv:vlgg A
Item Number: Combined Comments Item Mos. 301 &@ g . FRO!Q &Robert W. Bowling, P.E., Chief ' Director . . esapeake venue

Developers Engineering Section Sening Administration and B Towson, Maryland 21204
Petitioner: Frech/Sargent ‘ De elopment Management

) RE: Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting f Eattimore County Office Puilding Dear Ms. Watson:
Property Size: .21S acre ‘ Towson, MD 212049
: for March 27, 1995 _ MATL STCP-110%
; Items 305, 306, 308, 310, (311,] 312 and 313 : -
Zoning: D.R.- 5.5 _ |

This office has reviewed the referenced item and we have no objection to
_ . ) approval as it does not access a State roadway and is not effected by any State Highwa
- —Y—YY - W W W W A Tt a T~ v R e e gy e et aged 8 _ RE: Property Owner: SEE BE\OW ... ® X1 iected by any oiak 3y
viewedq :
Requested Action: ecial Hearing and Variance The Developers Engineering Section has revi 3

e B - Administration project.
| _ the subject zoning item and we have no comments. | LCCATICN: DISTRIEUTIGN MEETING OF MAR. 20, 153%. |
Hearing Date: / /

Please contact Bob Small at 410-333-1350 if you have any questions.
SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS: ‘ RWB: 8w Item No.: SEE BELOW Zcning Agenda: Thank you for the opportunity to review this item.
Mr. Thomas L. Sargent has filed a Special Hearing to determine whether permit
number B214274 (building permit for 4422 Camellia Road) meets applicable zoning

| GCentlemen: ; Very truly yours,
requlations and the policies of the CMDP. %The owner of the lot, Thomas 0. Frech, |

has filed a Variance to address the issues raised by Mr. Sargeat; therefore, no | , PUfS'Jént toe your reguest, the referenced property has been surveved - : W’/J(%;“ E :
comuent is offered regarding the Special Hearing. f : by this Eureau ard the zcmments below are applicable and regquired to

_ be corrected or incorporated inte th2 fimal plans for the property. f Ronald B &,’ Chief
' "However, regarding the requested Variance, it is clear that the petitioner will ~ =~ 7§ - ' ' R e ‘ | o | pogineer Permits
need to satisfy the burden imposed upon him to prove practical difficulty and/or % IN REFEREZEID THE FOLLOWING TyER MmBeRs: e e | | pon
need to satisfy the burden inposed upon him to prove practical difficy i . IN REFERE? THE FOLLOWING ITEM NUMBERS: 304, 305, 3064, 307, : g
e 308, 310,[311.] 312 AND 313. | | '

e Gt - pecavyy

Division Chief:

/o ZADM
REVIEWER: l..T . ROBERT P. SAUERWALD

Fire Marshal Office, FHCNE BB87-4P81, MS-]1108F . i ®

i Maryland Retay Senice for Impaired Hearing or Speech
cce: File : 1-800-735-2258 Statewide Toil Frae

: | | Mafling Address: P.0. Box 717 e Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
ITEM311/PZONE/TETIUL | _ 3. 3 = @ Pt s ey g |

Btreet Address: 707 North Calvent Street o Baltimore, Maryland 21202




BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

. Baltimore County Government
Zoning Comrmnissioner

i . ) i . , .
T S g L T L e Bt L i S T [t o Sl g R p T I RN N B
‘ " -

s

RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE * BEFORE THE
10N AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 4422 Camellia Road, N/S Camellia Road,
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIC 310' NW of ¢/l Gardenia Road, 11th * ZONING COMMISSIONER

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE Election District, Sth Councilmanic

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND &

: _ * OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
' L Suite 112 Courthouse OFFICE OF THE BUILDING ENGINEER Thomas O. Frech
DATE: 3/8-5/ 95 e 43663\?/%hin [‘jm A:,’enue . Legal Owner/Petitioner * CASE NO. 95-311-A

TO: ZADM Lo s g (410) 887-4386 108 tocation_E¥ 22 Commellen 24 ,
. Towson, MD 21204 ] . . . . . . . . . . . .
cn July 19, 1995

ROM: DEPRM ’

o Development Coordination : OISTRICT: )y, et 7 ELDG. ISP, 573953

. PLUMB. INSP.  887-3520 ENTRY OF APPEARANCE
SUBJECT: Zoning Advisory Committee pErMIT No.__ 3 226/00¢ e D 887390
Agenda: 5!30!‘7‘5 Ms. Shelia McLendon Z ¢ % e SE!;.CON. !é;‘s(l;. :g-::z_; Please enter the appearance of the People's Counsel in the above-
2519 Moore Avenue LDGS. . B

5024 Campbill Bord LB P
21226 STOP WORK NOTICE

Baltimore, Maryland 21234 captioned matter.

Notice should be sent of any hearing dates or other

RE: PETITIONS FOR SPECIAL HEARING AND VARIANCE
N/S Camellia Road, 310" ¥W of the ¢/l Gardenia Road
(4422 Camellia Road)
11th Election District - 5th Councilmanic District
Thomas L. Sargent and Thomas 0. Frech - Petitioners
Case Nos. 95-304-SPH and 95-31i1-A

proceedings in this matter and of the passage of any preliminary or

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
People's Counsel for Baltimore County

(_Y/‘/LL,Q,Q S ¢ %a-‘n’b;ﬁ‘io

CAROLE 8. DEMILIQ
Deputy People's Counsel
Room 47, Courthouse

400 Washington Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

{410) 887-2188

final Order.
The Department of £nvironmental Protection & Resource Management has no

comments for the following Zoning Advisory Committee Items:

THAVE THIS DAY INSPECTED THIS STRUCTURE AND THESE PREMISES AND HAVE FOUND THE
FOLLOWING VIOLATIONS OF THE LAWS OF BALTIMORE COUNTY CODE

copE___[floc” SEC.

Dear Ms. McLendon:

2 cond o ttnce _iomemeleotty

4

Item #'s: 3010/
20¢,

In response to your letter dated June 7, 1995 concerning the
above-captioned matter, the following comments are offered.

A7 a1t CZan of g - ALttt
& 953014 77 '
(%ivmg] $87-3357

I have reviewed the concerns raised in your letter and have come
to the conclusion that I must deny your request for reconsideration in
this matter. The testimony and evidence offered at the hearing, as well
as the strong opposition offered by the surrounding neighbors warranted
that all variances for windows in the proposed dwelling be denied. Given
the amount of adversity that appeared to exist at the hearing, I do not
believe a reconsideration of this matter would prove beneficial to either
party in this case. Furthermore, I believe that reopening this case would

~cause additional <tension between the neighbors which would be detrimental
to the community as a whole.

THESE CONDITIONS MUST BE CORRECTED NOT LATER THAN paTe: & 2 3 *7%
FAILURE TO COMPLY CONSTITUTES A VIOLATION OF COUNTY LAW.

_ AU FE X - 2. rvs
vare_& -7 7% SIGNED INSPECTOR___ %7 _~>iFr

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this \‘2—7 gay of March, 1995, a copy of

Therefore, while I appreciate your interest in this matter, I ALL CORRECTIONS COMPLETE AND APPROVED

the foregoing Entry of Appearance was mailed to David Meadows, Esquire,
will not entertain any further requests for reconsideration.

DATE, SIGNED INSPECTOR,

4111 E. Joppa Road, Baltimore, MD 21236, attorney for Petitioner.

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN

Very!’c ruly yours,

(/éac % s e,

TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
TMK:bjs for Baltimore County
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MOORE, CARNEY, RYAN AnND LATTANZL, LLC
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
4alll £ JOPPA ROAD
FOBERT E CARNEY, JR BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21236 E SCOTT MOORE
RICHARD E LATTANZS 1928.1992
JUINTH L HARCLERODE (410) 529-4600 )

HCNALD A DECKER FAX (410} 529-6146
DAVID M MEADOW S

To: Mr. Timothy M. Kotroco
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County

From: Mr. Thomas Sargent
4420 Camellia Road
Baltimore, MD. 21236

LISA M L OEISEMANN

May 24, 1995 May 3, 1995

Re: Your recent reversal of you decision on case Nos. 95-304-SPH
and 95-311-A

Mr. Timothy M. Kotroco

Deputy Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County

Sulite 112 - Courthouse

400 washington Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

Sir:

I have read the amended order you have issued concerning this
variance request and have several questions:

1. Why have you honored this request for reconsideration when
at the hearing you stated that the only recourse to your decision
would be an appeal?

Re: Petition for Speclal Hearing and Variance,
Thomas O. Frech, Petitioner
_Lase Mo, 05-3311-32

2. “hy have new statements and information given by the
e—ee-congul - for Mr. Preck been accepted as fact when many statements and
actions by Mr. Freck were revealed to be pure lies and bullghit at
the hearing?

Dear Mr. Kotroco:

I am in possession of the decision of the Zoning Commissioner
with regard to the above-referenced case. My clients have
requested that I file this Motion for Reconsideration, primarily
based upon the photographic evidence presented by Ms. Maria McCoy.
If you recall, Ms. McCoy presented a series of photographs as
evidence. One of the photographs was of Mr. Sargent's home, which
shows a full size window on the side of Mr. Sargent's home which
faces the tract boundary. In other words, Mr. Sargent has directly
received the same rellief which is requested by the variance
petition, i.e., request number 1, a reduction in the tract boundary
setback in lieu of 35 feet. Also, my clients have requested that
I stress the fact that there are numerous other such windows
throughout the subdivision as set forth in the photographic
evidence.

3. Why has this information been accepted without the chance
of rebuttal by the other residents of the neighborhood?

4. Where is the proof that my side window is in violation?
Where are these alleged other windows? Are they even in this
neighborhood? 1Isn’t this information a further indictment of Mr.
Freck?

v ' .. o
b7 . a " = N . 4
42"139- Wiy oy LC e paplione s
7 -

Xy g ;?;‘;p;aﬂ:x_ é‘l’fa’-%v-‘iuz.c.h...

5. Where has Mr. Preck shown that he will suffer practical
»-:ijarfa ”'rl-r"‘l.{;,‘ A R N 5/

difficulty and or unreasonable hardship? You yourself said that it
was obviously just a matter of preference.

6. Why are you cooperating and consenting with someone who
knowingly flaunts the rules and regulations you are supposed to
enforce? Mr PFreck makes a joke of the rules and ignores proper
procedures. He seeks only to profit and cares nothing about the
results of his actions.

Very truly yours,

Domhos

AN - //? .7 . 5:7 . If this amatter is to be reconsidered, let it be done in the
_’éj,w;,?’(_&,b{.f?'?i_("ej.«" i‘___ﬂ,‘{..)c )tr;/ e q,_a‘;)p(_,,,?‘ 7» Piy B R R R L VS

proper way, in front of the riblic at an apneal hearina,  Vour L . N
AT e - ‘ N reputation and that of your department could be damaged by this David M. Meadows
s ey /»{"xf«.//wumf crrdl clome sz action.
3 NG A ’7 ; i/
s ey

; -— L AT 4
B T L el e
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@ 4 i’ '
/{‘ A ¥ AL o ,_{:., C &

Sincerely,

m——nua.%w%/

Thomas Sargent

cc: Mr. Thomas 0. Frech
Anthony J. DiPaula, Esquire
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MOORE, CARNEY, RYAN AND LATTANZI, LLC. " i o . To: Mr. Timothy M. Kotroco _ S ?am 7T/995

ATTORNEYS AT LAW . I , Deputy Zoning Commissioner

4111 E JOPPA ROAD : ] - B for Baltimore County

ROBERT E. CARNEY, JR. BALTIMORE MARYLAND 21236 E. 5COTT MCOORE T . ) : ) ‘ ) )
RICHARD E. LATTANZI (410) 520- 4600 (1926-1992) Mr. Arnold Jablon, Director . . a2 W‘é‘zl ~ P 5 TR AT
JUDITH L HARCLERODE 266146 1 Zoning Administration and 2 1R N R fal ' '
RONALD A, FAX (410) 529- & ! ol - : ‘ . 9 .

R A DK i Development Management i { _ . _ _Zdnvm,.? Y, T4 _/_’ 34 -;u,r?

LISA M.L EISEMANN ] : ;

: . . 7 :
From: Mr. Thomas Sargent tH] § Lo ' ‘
4420 Camellia Road - wla Tl L ém F =

G.E. WALTER ;,- Baltimore, MD. 21236 ..., 545(, L e oZr 2 d@ﬂ“__‘_.

april 12, 1995 4424 Camellia Rd. June 21, 1995 ‘ - Qjﬂmw %Uy(m‘t a_J/gc/

alermor .
Baltimore, Md. 21236 Re: Case Nos. 95-304-SPH and 95-311-A , and SECOND AMENDED ORDER |
concerning the same. ’

Mr. Timothy M. Kotroco . : ¥ - ‘
Deputy Zoning Commissioner for o y {8 B =) ‘ : PETITIONS FOR A SPECIAL HEARING BEFORE THE I have received a copy of the Second Amended Order denying a

Baltimore County . { =il AND VARIANCE - N/$ Camellia Road DEPUTY ZONING : varianc i i ; A - S,
i : FAJINL e request to allow full gized windows to be installed when . : . . . .
111 wWest Cheianak‘;lgginue 4 310' NW of the ¢/1 Gardenia Road : COMMISSIONER . S ‘&/ /2&.&171.0 -t Ceak (44%77
Towson, Marylan i ] g : ( 4422 Camellia Road ) OF BALTIMORE the windows would be only 30 feet from the tract boundary instead A . 7/ ) ' o /,/7 ) .
Re: Case No. 95-311-A v~ 11th Election District COUNTY : : 7t @scarnl . ~ Wy L. Arhellca Hrrol . ...

4422 Camellia Road UNING ( ‘ VER) 5th Councilmanic District CASE £95-311-A of the required 35 feet. This order was issued May 31, 1595. -..30/_' AL 7 793 (;f/) G‘L&C{C e Slrm &
Dear Deputy Commissioner: In spite of this order the work on the house in and around the

Thomas O. Frech - Petitioner : ' , (‘/‘/J-Z-[’ﬂwuacp _ %}7&6 .)

please find enclosed a xerox copy of Petitioner's Exhibit 2, subject windows has continued. The full size windows remain

the Building Permit for the above-referenced property. I have May 24, 1995 _ _ /! i&‘z“”" Ldati
returned the original to Mr. Frech, and it will be retained in his installed. A stop and desist order was posted after Mr Walters

file. 4 Cﬂr_/xd% wnie listrce

complained, and then taken down mid-day Sunday by someone other ] : '
‘«-C)“j“— %’f‘-". V= B0 srw AT PSS/ A

(Dttrteiw ‘_ZMT % Latieca

After consulting with my client, it is his position that he Timonthy M. Kotroco At : o _ _
would like to proceed only on the variance request to allow a Deputy Zoning Commissioner RGN T L that a County Official. Dry wall material has been installed around
Y. = i E ol Tan YT Emae o bl alir Bl L e S AL 141 . . . :

thirty-foot window to tract boundary setDaCK in i1i€u Or Lidity™iLlvi 10T BAGITGOIT LoUnYG - . . . . .
feet.y Thercfore, we would respectfully draw our request for Suite 112 Courthouse 5 R . the subject windows and finished. Other work is proceeding at the

i it a window-to-window setback of twenty feet in ol ) ) ) ) . . ) )
variance to permit 400 Washington Ave. jobsite including instillation of wood trim.

« . : 4 i - - ’ Lo
tieu of the required forty feet, and to permit a window-to-lot line .- : % 2 .

setback of five feet in lieu of the required fifteen. In this way Towson. Md. 21204 PPN _ ‘ . | 04'“_/7_ ‘ _ /C 2 ceie
we hope to ease tensions in the neighbornood, as the majority oi : Clearly Mr. Frech intends to continue to flaunt the rules of

the concern presented at the hearing on April 10 revolved around
those two variance requests. Dear Commissioner Kotroce:

Very truly yours, , Are you going to allow him to continue the work and then claim ' “ - T /a %W MW
M/ As a result of receiving your "AMENDED ORDER" dated May 17, 1993 1 feel ) , e W 7’76 47. .5; /f‘,’/f '

that it would be an economic hardship to replace them? Why is the
compelled to submit this letter.

the County even though he knows that he is in violation. _ '- 2/

DMM: 1 David M. Meadows stop work order not being enforced?

Enc. oty T ) : écﬂ—a‘_.
cc: Mr. Thomas Frech MEGAVIN _ issues were addressed and many were re-addressed. The result: "FINDINGS OF FACT AND
) B i

Anthony J. DiPaula, Esquire Tpive ol . . - . ) 5
VAP ; CONCLUSIONS OF LAW" dated April 25, 1995, : Thomas Sargent v SRSl a0 Fl e el g7 TR

i ’..r- -, - f
J Mg S o ; e B aiTio e slomts Ltk

~—77'{a fo  leme o o Y /24«700«:67 g%(_)z_
Clomebten imce 4 pei Yo feite Zorroewe.

At the public hearing. that was held April 10, 1995 concerning this matter. ali of these
Your attention in this matter will be appreciated.

Phone 410-529-5876 Fax 410-329-4887

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY PROTESTANT (5) SIGN-IN SHEET

NRE ADDRESS _:-; & o | Yo | §| Plat to accompany Petition for Zoning[X]Variance Speclal Hearing]
”"'“0‘ N 3 D1 Auu La bIN Buey A~ Towsov, M) 212y s _ o ﬁ ~a g : ' B { PROPERTY ADDRESS: ___ #4422 CAMELIA RoAD

S et | o % | ST B ; R |
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To: Baltimore County Zoning Board:

From: Residents cf Brookhurst North, section 2

To whom 1t may concern;

During the course of purchase and construction of our home, we
understood that no windows were allowed if there was to be less
that 40 feet bhetween windows on adjoining homes. This was
information given by Logos homes. Some of us were denied bay
windows, and regular side windows based on this information.

The new home now being built at 4422 Camellia Road has 5
windows on one side facing the rear of 4420 Camellia, and only 18
to 20 feet separate the homes.

Clearly this is inconsistent with what we have been told in
the past regarding County rules and regulations, and we 3ee no
reason why there should be an exception for the home at 4422
Camellia.
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